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Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I desire to ask | 
the gentleman one question, and I will not further | 
interfere with this controversy. The gentleman 
pas said that the Chicago Times is the organ of | 
the Democratic party in that State, and that that 
paper published the resolution indorsing the ad- | 
ministration of Franklin Pierce? — 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It may be | 
considered the leading organ of the Democratic 

arty in the northern part of the State. The | 
Springfield Register, a paper published at the | 
State capital, is the central organ of the Demo- | 
cratic party of Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I understand 
that the Times is the leading organ of the Demo- 
cratic part of the State. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have al- | 
ready stated that. I have stated further, that I | 
believed it published the resolution, although my | 
belief now is that it is the only Democratic paper 
in Illinois which did publish it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The question 
which I wish the gentleman to answer in this: Is 
not the Times the recognized organ of the Demo- 
cratic party in the State of Illinois? Has it not | 
a larger circulation than any other Democratic 
pa ner in that State? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have stated 
that the Times is a leading organ of the Dem- | 
ocratic party in the northern part of the State. 
The State Register, published at Springfield, is | 
the central organ of the Democratic party in IIli- | 
nois; and that paper suppressed that resolution. | 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Has not the 
Chicago Times a much larger circulation than 
any other Democratic paper in Hlinois? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am not 
able to make any statement on that point. I pre- 
sume the weekly circulation of the State Register 
is as large. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
does not answer my question. I ask the gentle- 
man whether the Chicago Times has not a larger 
circulation than any other Democratic paper in 
illinois? Is it not recognized as the organ of the 
Democratic party in that State? I want a plain 
and fair answer. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have given 
the gentleman just such an answer as he asks 
for. I have stated that the Times was the organ 
of the Democratic party in the northern part of 
the State, and that the Springfield Register was the 
central organ. The Register is the old recognized 
organ of the Democratic party in the State, for 
many years—ever since I have been in the State, 
and long before the Times was established. The 
Times is a paper that has been established com- 
paratively recently. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I will not inter- 
fere further with the colloquy between the gen- 
tleman and his colleagues. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I do not pur- 
pose to detain the House at any length; but I 
deem that my colleague’s remarks demand some | 
reply from me. During the discussion of this 
matter the other day, I had no intention to place | 
him in any unpleasant position; nor have I any 
such design now. Since the debate to which he 


| he refers to.”’ 
| 
| 
| 





refers, the whole question has, to a great extent, | 


passed out of my mind. I have scarce given it 
& moment’s consideration since; and did not 
know until the gentleman reopened it this morn- 


ing that it was again to be brought to the atten- 
tion of the House. I have not seen the news- | 
paper articles alluded to; but, so far as the con- | 
troversy between him and me is concerned, I | 
wish the House to distinctly understand that my | 
colleague now attempts to make another and | 
entirely different issue. That gentlemen may | 


clearly see what was the subject-matter of dis- | 


pute on a former occasion, | ask the Clerk to 
read that portion of the debate, as reported in the 
Globe, which shows the question I then pro- 


sanqrennneneginsseesen 
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nominated Mr. Buchanan indorsed President Pierce and | 
his administration. This we all know. The very conven- | 
tion which nominated him indorsed the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, which was the great issue in the presidential canvass. 
“Mr. Barciay. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
the resolution indorsing the administration of President | 
Pierce was published and circulated in the Democratic 


| papers of Pennsylvania? 


“Mr. Suiru, of Tennessee. I know nothing about what 
was published in the Pennsylvania papers. It was con- | 
tained in the official proceedings of the convention, which | 
were published all over the country. But, sir, I hope that 
no Pennsylvanian here will esteem the people of that noble 
State so ignorant as not to know what occurred in the Cin- 
cinnati Convention, when its proceedings were public, and | 
published in nearly all the journals of the country. 

**Mr. Wasuborne, of Illinois. Do I understand the 
geutleman to state that this resolution indorsing the admin- | 
istration of Pierce was published in ail the northern Dem- 
ocratic papers ? 

“Mr. Surrnu,&f Tennessee. Yes, sir, all the leading | 
ones of which I have any knowledge. 

| 
} 


**Mr. Wasupornse, of [llinois. As part of the platform ? 

“Mr. Smiru, of Tennessee. As part of the proceedings | 
of the Cincinnati Convention. 

“Mr. Wasnburne. of Illinois. 
it was not published in many of the Lilinois Democratic 
papers. 

‘“*Mr. Smiru, of Tennessee. [t was published in the 
northern Democratic papers as part of the proceedings of 
the convention. It was published in the Boston Post, in 


|| the New York Day Book, and in the Pennsylvanian. These 


are the leading papers of the North which [ saw. 

“Mr. Wasusorne, Of Illinois. In my section of the 
country it not only was not published in those papers, but 
they denied that such a resolution was passed. 

‘*Mr. Smiru, of Tennessee. I am afraid that my friend’s 
part of the country is a benighted place, anyhow, and 


|| should not be surprised if so good a thing would never find 


its way into his ‘ beat.’ 
the gentleman’s district? 

‘“*Mr. Wasueurne, of Illinois. There are two or three 
which profess to be, but they have only a very limited cir- 
culation. 

“Mr. Smitru, of Tennessee. 
ular Democratic candidates ? 

‘““Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois. There were several 
| Democratic papers in my State which did not publish it. 
I believe the Freeport Bulletin was one. I will not be 
certain, however. 

“Mr. Situ, of Tennessee. 


Is there a Democratic paper in 


Do they gupport the reg- 


| SHALL.) 
| §*Mr. MarswHatt, of Illinois. With the permission of 
| the gentleman from Tennessee, I wish to ask my colleague 


|| a question. I understand my colleague to assert that Dem- | 
| ocratic papers in Illinois repudiated the resolution of the | 


| Cincinnati Convention indorsing the administration of 


| Franklin Pierce, and denied that such a resolution had been | 


| adopted. This is a grave and sweeping charge, and [ wish 
| him to state distinctly what Democratic papers in Illinois 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I had no dis- 


| 


|debate. The object of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, in his remarks at that time, was to show 


| to the House and to the country that there was 


| no disposition upon the part of the Democratic | 
| party to evade the issue raised by the Cincinnati | 


| platform. During his remarks he was interro- 
| gated, and I understood my colleague from Illi- 
nois to assert that the Democratic party of Illinois 


| repudiated the proceedings of the Cincinnati Con- | 


| vention so far as it indorsed the administration of 
| President Pierce, and that they denied that such 
'a resolution had passed. That was what called 
me to my feet, and that alone. I asked my col- 


league if he made such a charge; and, if he did, | 
|| what papers had repudiated the platform, or de- 
| nied tliat such a resolution had been passed? And | 


I call upon my colleague now to state whether 
he insists upon that assertion, or backs out from 
it before the country? 


| 
i 


| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What as- | 
sertion ? | 
| Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. That the 


that part of the prosencinay of the Cincinnati 
| Convention which indorsed the administration 


_of President Pierce, but even denied that such a 


| resolution had passed. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of HUlinois. 


poanted to my colleague, and the point to which || Register itself the truth of the othér portion of 


directed his attention. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
“Mr. Surra, of Tennessee. The convention which 


14 


- || my remarks—that they denied that such a reso- 


‘Jution had passed. Here is the State Register 


which published the platform of the conven- 
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|| facts. 


I undertake to say that \| 


That evades the question, | 
|; and I turn the gentleman over to his colleague, [Mr. Mar- | 


position at the time to interfere at all with the | 


Democratic papers of Illinois not only repudiated 


I answer | 
| the gentleman that the Democratic papers of Illi- | 
| nois, by their refusal to publish this resolution, | 

|| did repudiate it; and I will prove by the State 


New Senies....No. 14. 
tion, and which states that they “give the entire 
document,”’ at the same time suppressing the 
resolution in relation to President Pierce's admin- 
istration; hence denying that any such resolution 
as that had passed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Before going 
any further I desire to know—because I do not 
believe that the State Register, or any other 
Democratic paper in the State of Illinois, inten- 
tionally suppressed 

M WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
nothing to do with their intentions. 





I have 
I only state 


| 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I want to 
know whether that paper contains all the pro- 
ceedings of the Democratic Cincinnati Conven- 
| tion, except that resolution ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
tleman can look for himself. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
the time now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will read 
what the editor of that paper himself says, and 


that will be the best answer to the gentleman’s 
|| question. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I cannot yield 
to my colleague, unless he answers the questions 
I propound. I rose for the purpose of correcting 
remarks which were made upon this floor, and 
made for the purpose of placing me in an un- 
pleasant position. Now, I desire my colleague 
to state, before the country, whether the entire 
proceedings of the Democratic convention, with 
the exception of that-resolution indorsing the 
administration of President Pierce, appears in 
that paper? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will read 
what the editor himself says, in answer to the 
gentleman *s question, premising, however, that 
it is no part of this issue whether the whole pro- 
ceedings, or a part only, of that convention were 
published. The issue is, whether or not this 
identical resolution was suppressed by the Demo- 
cratic papers in Illinois. ‘The editor, in the issue 
of June 10, 1856, says: . 

| **In a former number we gave a telegraphic synopsis of 
the platform of the Democracy laid down at Cincinnati for 
the pending presidential campaign. We give to-day the 
entire document.”? 

Several Mempers. That is the platform. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That is what 
the editor himself says. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. My colleague 
says the issue is, whether this resolution was 
published in the Democratic papers of the State 
of Illinois? I say that is not the issue, and it is 
| not the issue which the gentleman made, The 
issue which he attempted to make before the 
House and before the country was, that the Dem- 
ocratic party had dodged the issue made at the 
Cincinnati Comeensions and that they not only 
had refused to publish the resolution indorsing 
President Pierce’s administration, but had denied 
that such a resolution had passed the convention. 
I did not pretend at the time that I was familiar 
with all the Democratic papers in Illinois, nor do 
I profess to be at this time; but I knew that the 
Democratic party of Illinois were willing to meet 
| this question fairly and openly before the coun- 
|| try, and that any editor who would evade it 
would have been denounced by his own party, 
and therefore I stated that no Damonditie paper 
had denied that such a resolution had passed. 

There are a great many Democratic papers in 
| Illinois which could not possibly have published 
|| the entire proceedings of the Cincinnati Conven- 
|| tion, without occupying their columns therefor 
|| for several weeks to the exclusion of all other 
|| matter. The proceedings were published in 
pamphlet form, covering fifty or sixty pages, and 
it is very evident that the smaller pa vers of the 
country could not undertake to publish the entire 
proceedings of the convention. But I knew, and 
therefore asserted, and I now reassert, that no 
portion of the Democratic party of the State at~- 
tempted to evade the issue; and therefore I felt 
confident that when my colleague made the 


The gen- 


I have not 
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charges he was mistaken. It was to that fact that 
1 called his attention when I arose the other day; 
and I desire now to know whether he adheres to 
those charges, or backs out of them? I want to 
know whether he to assert before the 


intends 


country that the Democratic papers of Llino 
did deny that su a resolution was pass¢ d by 
the Cincinnati Convention? That is the point 


in issue, and I do not intend that the gentleman 
ghall evade it by making another point, 

The gentleman asked me this question: ‘* Does 
my colleague know, of his own knowl dge, that 


the State Register published this re solution???’ In 
reply, | intended to assert, and did assert at the 
time, that every Democratic paper which under- 


took to publi h the entire proceedings, did pub- 


lish thet resolution. What I meant was, that 
there waa no Democratic paper in the State that 
attempted to evade the issue, or to mish ad the 
people of Illinois in regard to that matter. The 
charee my colleague made was, that those papers 
did intend to mislead the people. Iam refiorted 
as asserting that both the Chicago Times and 
the State Register had published the resolution. 
This is stronger than I mad@ it at the time. I 
thouchtthey had, and so stated it. But this was 
immateri und merely incidental to the point at 
Issul The charge was, that the Democratic 
papers had repu liated the resolution and denied 
its passag ‘This | denied; and upon this the 
issue Was mad up between my colleague and 
mys If. 


i defy my colleazue to produce any Democratic 
paper in Ilinois which has denied the passage of 
that resolution; and as I wish to have this matter 
thorouchly investigated, | wish, before I sitdown, 
to ask my colleague one question: My colleague 
has attempted, and the attempt has been made 
through the whole of this discussion, to show 
that there is a difference between the doctrines 
yromulgated by the Democratic party at the 
North and those promulgated by the Democratic 
party at the South. Now, I ask my colleague 
whether, in his own district—and I know less 
about it than any other portion of the State— 
the Democratic party did not indorse and advo- 
cate the principles of the Kansas and Nebraska 
bill—the principle of the non-intervention of 
Congress upon the subjectof slavery ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The Dem- 
ocrats in my district, what few there were of 
them, had ‘precious little to say in regard to the 
doctrines of the Kansas and Nebraska bill. But 
they all swore that they were in favor of free 
Kansas; and the gravest charge which they made 
against me, was, as one would suppose, that I 
was nota good Free-Soiler. They said that I had 
voted for the Dunn bill, and voted to perpetuate 


slavery, which, in their eyes, was a very horrible | 


thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I cannot yield 
for the gentleman to go off into rhapsodies upon 
the subject of free Kansas. 1 put a direct ques- 
tion to my colleague, and he evades the question. 
I now put the question again to him, whether in 
his own district the Democrats did not come up 
boldly and avow the doctrines of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill? Did they not avow the doctrine 
of non-intervention by Congress in the question 
of slavery in the Territories? Lask my colleague 
to answer me directly, for I want this matter 
investigated thorouchly awd fairly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The question 
is, whether the Democrats of my district supported 
the doctrines of the Kansas-Nebraska bill ? 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Yes, sir, 
whether they did not favor boldly the removal of 
the slavery agitation from the Halls of Congress? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If my col- 
league will explain to me what are the doctrines 
of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, | shall then, per- 
haps, be able to tell him whether the Democrats 
of my district supported them. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
man then evades the question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As I have 
already stated, there was but little said by the 
Democrats of my district upon the Nebraska 
bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Does the gen- 
tleman deny the position which I attributed to 
the Democracy in his own district? I will not 
allow mv colleague to evade the issue. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 


The gentle- 


I evade | 


i nothing; but L intend to hold my colleague to the |, it published the 


| evaded the issues presentec 


‘ 


| dorsement of the President was a part of the platform, | 


| Register, which the gentleman brought forward 
!! to substantiate his charge, published only a part 
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issue. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. My colleague 
has charged the Democratic party in Illinois with 
attempting“to conceal the issue before the people, 
and with denying that any resolution was passed 
by the Cincinnati Convention indorsing the ad- 
ministration of Franklin Pierce. Now, I say it 
cannot be shown that they have, in any single 
iota, evaded that issue. And, now, let my col- 
league answer directly, and not evade the point. 
Does he assert, or deny, that the Democrats of 
his own district promulgated the doctrine of non- 
intervention, upon the part of Congress, in the 
question of slavery in the Territories ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I can tell 
my colleague that [evade nothing; but I can state 
nothing further in regard to the action of his party 
there than what I have already stated, and that 
is, that they had precious little-to say in regard 
to the Kansas-Nebraska bill—that they kept it 
out of the issue as far as possible. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Mycolleague 
knows that there was an issue m@le up between 
the Republican and the Democratic parties in the 
State of Illinois. The Republican party insisted 
that the Federal Government had control of the 
question of slavery, and should prohibit its ex- | 
istence in the Territories. Now, did the Demo- 
cratic party in the gentleman’s district oecupy 
that same position, or did they occupy the oppo- 
site position? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. They were 
willing to occupy any platform on which they 
could get votes. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I ask my col- 
league to answer my question one way or the 
other. So far as the Democratic party in his dis- 
trict took any position on that question, on which 
side was it? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the side to get the most votes. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I call the at- 
tention of the House and of the country to the 
fact that although my colleague has risen this 
morning for the purpose of again attempting to 
create the impression that there was an attempt 
at evasion on the part of the Democratic party in 
the State of Illinois, he refuses to make a direct 
answer to my question. I assert, sir, that the 
attempt made—I care not from what quarter—to 
show that the Democratic party of Illinois has | 

by the Democratic 
Convention at Cincinnati, cannot be sustained or 
borne out by facts. 

Now, in regard to the State Register. 
issue of the Register which he has produced here | 
contains only the platform, if | am correctly in- 
formed, for t have not examined it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Thatis what 
I stated. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Now, sir, was | 
that resolution in regard to President Pierce’s 
administration a part of the platform, or did I | 
assert on a former occasion that it was? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Does the | 
gentleman deny that that resolution was a part of 
the platform ? 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
part of the platform. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In reply to | 
the assertion of my colleague that that resolution 
was no part of the platform, I will read to him 
what the organ of his own party, the Chicago | 
Times, says upon that subject in the very article | 
which I have before me; and it is this: 


‘There is nothing so ridiculous as to deny that the in- 


They took 


It was nota 





| 


when in fact every word and line in that platform was an 
indorsement of the President.”’ 


I answer the gentleman from his own organ. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Well, that is 
a sentence published ina newspaper. I have not 
time now to examine to what extent it goes. The 
resolution was not part of the platform, and by 
referring to the published proceedings of the con- 
vention, the gentleman will see that it was not 
adopted as a part of the platform. The remark 
in the Chicago Times proves nothing. 
But [ was going on to say that even the State 





| 
| 


of the proceedings of the Cincinnati Convention; 


The || 


| part of the platform or not. 
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; latform only, and not the entirs 
_ proceedings of the body. hat I asserted on a 
former occasion was, that the statement Of the 
gentleman, that the Democratic papers of Illinois 
had denied that such a resolution had been passed 
by the convention, was not true, and could Not be 
sustained by facts. The gentleman has taken a 
great deal of pains to investigate this matter and 
he has not brought forward one particle of ey. 
dence to sustain the charge he made; he hag no} 
produced a single paper, or a single sentence, ¢, 
prove that there was any denial in any Demo. 
cratic paper that such a resolution had been pasgeq 
by the convention. I therefore take it for granted 
that he was unable to find anything of the king. 
and I am fully borne out in the position which | 
took when the matter was before under discys. 
sion, in denying, that there was any such denial 
upon the part of the Democrats of Illinois, 
Now, sir, a single word, and I have done. The 
House will recollect, and the country will take 
notice, by referring to the speech of the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Smirq,) 
that throughout the delivery of that speech, al 
subsequently in the progress of the discussion 
there was the most settled and persevering effort, 
upon the part of the other side of the House, o 
oroduce the impression that the Democratic party 
fad taken different positions in different parts of 
the country. My colleague from the Galena dis. 
‘trict [Mr. Wassmonv| asserted then, as he has 
asserted now, that the Democratic papers in Ijjj- 
nois had not only refused to publish the resoly- 
tion of the Cincinnati Convention, but that the 
had denied that such a resolution was baeed 
The gentleman has entirely failed to substantiate 
that charge. 

Now, sir, I have no wish to place my colleague 
| in an unpleasant position before the country. My 
| only object is that, inasmuch as this matter has 
| been brought before the House, it may be thor- 

oughly investigated. I wish to state distinctly 
that the Democratic party of Illinois did not 


|| attempt to evade any issue in the late contest, 


| They were all fairly and fully made. They have 
| been boldly met. I do not assert that all the 
| Democratic papers of the State published this 
| resolution; it was not a part of the platform. 
| Very few of the papers undertook to publish the 


|| entire proceedings of that convention. But when 
| any of the resolutions were brought before the 


Democracy of Illinois they stood by them. They 


|| stood by all the proceedings of that convention. 
|| Whether those proceedings were right or wrong 


| it was for the country to decide. There was no 
attempt at evasion on the part of the Democracy, 


To make this statement and set the matter in its 


|| true light before the House is the only purpose 


for which I have risen. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I appeal to 
the gentleman to yield to me to make a single 


|| remark. 


Mr. STEPHENS. It is not my purpose to 
speak to-day; and, if the House will indulge the 
gentlemen in their colloquy, I will make no 
objection if it is not taken out of my time. 

he SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
such will be considered to be the understanding 
of the House. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There seems 
|to be a difference between my colleague and 
myself in regard to what is the issue between us. 

e are both lawyers; but he has been a judge— 
| and there he has the advantage of me. ‘To settle 
the question we had better refer to the record. 


| What does that say? Here is the question I put 


|to my colleague. I especially call his attention 
| to it at this time: 


‘Will the gentleman state to the House whether he 
| knows, of his own knowledge, that the State Register and 

the Chicago Times, two leading Democratic papers of that 
"State, published the resolution among the proceedings of 
the Convention ?” 


Here is a direct question, I asked my col: 
league whether those papers published or sup- 
pressed that resolution? I wanted him to state 
| what he knew from his personal knowledge of 
the subject. What is his answer? It is that 
'**both of them’ published it. There was n° 
question whether this identical resolution was ® 
The question was, 
whether this resolution had been published 1n 





} 


|| those papers? He repHed that it had been pub- 
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jished in them both. What I complain of, then, || ceedings of the State convention, and laid before || istration was most fully indorsed by resolutions 


is that my colleague, by his statement, has placed | 
me in & false posiuon before the country. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 1 should not have 
thought for one moment to have asked the indul- 
rence of the House in this connection, if it had 
not been that my colleague (Mr. Lichen 
has seen fit to accuse two gentlemen whom 
esteem to be my friends, as having been guilty of 
falsehood and mendacity in certain publications of 
theirs. So far as the position of the Democratic 
party of Illinois is concerned, it stands clear 
enough, and needs no further vindication. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I made no | 
charge of falsehood against my colleague’s friends; 
| only referred to the record. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I understood my 
colleague to charge the editors of the State Reg- | 


ister as having been guilty of falsehood and men- | 


acity. 
7 WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I did not) 
use the word ‘* falsehood.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I understood that 
word to have been used; but the other is equally 
offensive, and the member making the charge 
cannot sustain it. If these gentlemen have made 
any mistake in this matter, they have promptly 
and honorably corrected it; and this my col- 
league [Mr. Wasnupurne] well knows. An 
equally honorable course would have required 
that my colleague should not have assailed them 
without cause. 

Now, as to the position of the Democracy of 
[llinois upon the Democratic platform, and to- | 
wards the administration of General Pierce, 
there is no mistaking it. In reference to the res- 
olution of the Cincinnati Convention indorsing 
the administration of General Pierce, I can say 
this: It was not passed until the day after the | 
platform was reported and passed. After the | 


platform had been adopted, the following day, or || 


the day after that, the resolution indorsing Gen- | 
eral Pierce’s administration was reported and | 
passed. It was not, I think, before the conven- 
tion at the time the platform was adopted; and it 
forms no part of the proceedings up to that time. 
The proceedings after that event attracted but | 
little attention, and the country papers every- | 
where, with rare exceptions, omitted to publish | 
them. But I want to say, that there may be no | 
misapprehension about the Democratic party of 
Illinois, that the State convention indorsed the 
administration of Franklin Pierce in the most | 
unequivocal terms. Inthat ae nee 
delegates from every one of the one hundre 
counties of the State, the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted: 


“ Resolved, That the administration of Franklin Pierce, 
as foreshadowed by his inaugural, and exemplified in con- 
ducting the foreign and internal affairs of the Union, meets 
our cordial approval; and that we bear testimony to the | 
fidelity with which he has administered the duties of his 
office in strict accordance with the principles of the Con- 
stitution.”? 


There is the positign assumed by the Democ- 
racy of Illinois, in their State convention, where 
every county and neighborhood of the State was 
represented. Is there any mistake about it? I 
may further state that, in my own congressional 


|| There is another point made by the gentleman 


| r. HARRIS, of Mlinois. 


the people, can it be said that the Demogracy of || in the Democratic meetings and conventions, we 
| Illinois did not sustain the administration of || carried the State by majorities my 
| President Pierce? What avails it then to the 
| gentleman to reiterate here, time and again, that 

because this resolution of the National Conven- 
| tion was not embodied in the proceedings of the 
Cincinnati Convention, as reported in the Dem- 
| ocratic papers of [ilinois, therefore the people 
| of that State repudiated the administration of 
| Franklin Pierce? Those proceedings were volu- 
| minous, running over sixty pages, and but few 
| papers published them in full. But whenever 
| this was attempted, the resolution in question 
| was published. 


! 


overwhelming; 
and reasoning from cause and effect, we have 


only to say, that if his administration had been 
indorsed in other portions, the results there would 
have been similar. 

I only rose to correct what I thought to be an 
act of injustice done to my friends, and in that 
connection, to make these brief allusions to the 
‘* historical facts’? which my colleague [Mr. 
Wasnsurne] had brought to the notice of the 
House. Having said what I desired, I will tres- 
pass no longer upon the time of the House. 

The SPEAKER stated that Mr. Srepuens 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Georgia whether he desires 
to address the House this morning? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If not, I propose 
to go into the Committee of the Whole, and finish 
some of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the further 
consideration of the subject before the House be 
postponed until to-morrow, at the hour of one 
o’clock, p.m. 

The motion was agreed to 


RESOLUTIONS OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. KEITT, by unanizaous consent, presented 
to the House resolutions of the General Assem- 
bly of South Carolina in relation to the fortifica- 
tion of Port Royal harbor, and the establishment 
of a naval depot at Beaufort, South Carolina; 


' to which I wish to refer for one moment. I un- 
| derstood the gentleman the other day to declare 
| that the Democratic party of Illinois not only re- 
| pudiated that resolution but denied that any such 
| resolution was passed by the Cincinnati Conven- 
| tion. I now ask him to name the Democratic 
| paper in Illinois which repudiated such a resolu- 
tion, or denied that it was passed ? 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
| that the State Register did so. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Lundertake to say 
that the State Register did no such thing. : 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have the 
| State Register here to prove it. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I defy the gentle- 
| man to point to one line—one word in that paper 
denying that such a resolution had passed, or 
that repudiated it. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


I considered 


I will state 


|| what I have stated before: that the State Regis- {| which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
|| ter, in assuming to publish all of the resolutions || Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


of the Cincinnati Convention and suppressing | INTERIOR DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 
this one, did deny that any such had passed. 


ore ; | Mr. SMIT irginis ani ‘ - 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. The State Regis- || Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, by unanimous con 


- it blish all tl tut; | sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
ver as , ) 8 e res 8 | 
er never assumed to publish & 16 resOluuIONS || wag read, considered, and agreed to: 


of the Cincinnati Democratic Convention, and || Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
the gentleman can find no such assumption in it. || to furnish to this House the estimates for a building for the 
The very number of that paper from which the || accommodation of the Interior Department, which he has 
gentleman has read, does not assume any such | recommended in his two last annual reports. 


thing. It says it gives ‘* the document’’ entire. BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


What document? If the gentleman had read || Mr. FLORENCE: “I-ack whaniedus tonaeet 
attentively what the paper stated, he would find to introduce the following resolution: 


that it made reference to the skeleton proceedings Resolved, That five hundred copies of the report of the 
of that convention, and then plainly stated that || Roundary Commission be printed for the use of Colonel 
it would publish the ‘ platform entire,’’ not the || Emory. 
resolutions or proceedingsentire. Thatplatform || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 
was an enunciation of principles; it had nothing y EES 
to do with the indorsement of one administration ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
or of another. And this resolution indorsing Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to suggest to the 
the administration of President Pierce, formed || gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campsett] that he 
no part of the platform. || allow the committees to be called for reports this 
r. WASHBURN E,of Illinois. The Times || afternoon. There are many reports in the hands 
says it did. || of the committees which ought to come before 
I say it did not, || the House. There is legislation before them that 
and every man who reads the atihial picticlines || ought to be brought before the House; but so 
of that convention, will say that it had no con- || long as we take up the President’s message in the 
nection with the platform; and yet an attempt is || House, and then go into the Committee of the 
| made to hold the State Register to account, || Whole on the state of the Union, those reports 
| because, when it said it published the entire doc- || cannot be made. I hope he will let the commit- 
ument, it meant to convey to the minds of its || tees be called to-day. ‘ 
readers that it published the entire proceedings || Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The experience 
of the convention, when it published only the || of my friend from Alabama, as head of the Ways 





| 
j 


i} 





district, the Democracy passed a similar resolu- || 


tion; and so far as I have heard them, there was 
not a preliminary meeting in any county which 
did not indorse the administration of President 
Pierce. The district convention which nominated 
me for Congress unanimously adopted a resolu- 
tion similar in terms to that of the State conven- 
tion, which I have read; and I believe other dis- 
trict conventions did the same thing. There is 
no equivocation or evasion about’ any of these 
resolutions. They all unqualifiedly and in the 
fullest terms indorsed the administration of Presi- 
dent Pierce. 

The point is now made, that a resolution of 


the Cincinnati Convention indorsing President | 


Pierce was suppressed by the Illinois Democratic 
Papers. What was to be accomplished by such 
Suppression? Every paper in the State, I un- 
dertake to say—I believe it is so, although I 
ave not seen every paper in the State—every 
emocratic paper in the State of Illinois, four 
weeks prior to the meeting of the Cincinnati 
Convention, published the resolutions of the 
State convention fully indorsing the administra- 
tion of President Pierce. Now, if this is the fact, 
and if that resolution was published in the pro- 


platform. The language of the editor himself and Means Committee, must teach him, after 
\| was, that the document referred to was the plat- || what occurred the other day, that if we allow that 
|| form. Now, sir, with these facts staring the || committee to be passed, and proceed to call other 
|| gentleman in the face, he attempts to get out of || committees, the Committee of Ways and Means 
\| his statement made the other day; that the Dem- || will not be called again the present session. — 
| ocratic papers of Illinois not only repudiated the || Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman if he 
'| resolution, but denied that such a resolution || expects the Committee of hy 4, and Means to 
|| passed the convention. Now, I ask him again to || hold the floor, under the call of committees, 
|| name a Democratic paper in the State of Illinois || during the rest of the session? 
that repudiated or denied it, as he has stated. || Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I reply to the 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The State || gentleman, that if he will allow the bill reported 
Register. || by us the other day, in reference to the contingent 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Then I say that | fund of Congress, to be taken up and disposed of, 
|| my colleague asserts what nobody else in the || we can get through very soon. 
House but him would assert—to say the least. || Mr. HOUSTON. I will consent to the con- 
| sideration of that bill whenever it comes up. I 
am ready for it at any time. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. And so am I. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Ohio and the House would consent that the 
'| miserable quibble it is, to say that they repudi- | other committees might be called, and such re- 
| ated the administration of President Pierce be- || ports received as they wish merely to have referred 
| cause they did not publish just such a resolution || to the Committee of the Whole, but not acted 
|| a second time ! || upon, it would be well enough, and then the next 
'| One word further. In every section of the || time when the call of committees is in order, we 
|| State of Illinois where President Pierce’s admin- t might go back to the Committee of Ways and 


|| When the Democratic party of Illinois stood b 

| the proceedings of its State convention, with 
| which were published, in all the Democratic || 
| papers of the State, resolutions fully indorsing 


| the administration of President Pierce, what a | 
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Means, and allow them to proceed as they are '| the reason why a salary is provided for the con- 


now entitled to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not desire 
to launch the Committee of Ways and Means 
upon any such sea. I move the ordinary resolu- 
tion, to terminate all debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the bill 
(H.R. No. 607) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1858, in five 
minutes after the Committee of the Whole shall 
resume the consideration of the same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have in 


my 


hands some communications, addressed to the | 


Committee of Ways and Means, relating to this 
bill, and I move that they be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 


' 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now move that | 
the rules be suspended, and that the House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. | 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Sapp in the chair,) and proceeded | 
to the consideration of the bill of the House (No. | 
607) making appropriations for the consular and | 


diplomatic expenses of the Government for the || 


year ending June 30, 1858. 
The bill having been read through at a former 
Ression, was now read by clauses for amendment. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, offered the following 
amendment: 


Page 1, line nine, after the word ** Mexico,” strike out 
the word “ China;”’ andin line eleven strike out the words | 
** Argentine Republic,” and insert * Buenos Ayres ;” and 
after the word “ Nicaragua’ in the thirteenth line, insert 
the word **China;’’ so that the paragraph as amended 
would read: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary, ministers, and com- 
missioners of the United States at Great Britain, France, 
Russia, Spain, Austria, Prussia, Brazil, Mexico, Switzer- | 
land, Rome, Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, Portugal, 
Denmark, Sweden, Turkey, Peru, Chili, Buenos Ayres, | 
New Granada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, Guatemala, | 
Nicaragua, China, and Sandwich Islands, $271,000. 


. . . ‘ | 
Mr. CAMPBELL, from the same committee, || 


moved to amend in the seventeenth line, on page | 
two, by striking out the words ** Switzerland, 


Rome, Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, Por- || 


tugal, Denmark, Sweden, Peru,’’ and by striking 
out the words ** Argentine Republic’’ in the nine- 
teenth line, and inserting the words ‘* Buenos | 
Ayres;’’ so that the paragraph as amended would | 
read: 

For salaries of the secretaries of legation of the United 
States at Great Britdin, France, Russia, Spain, Austria, 
Prussia, Brazil, Mexico, Buenos Ayres, Chili, New Gran- | 
ada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, Guatemala, and Nicar- | 
agua, $20,550. 

Mr. C. said: I will simply state that these | 
changes are rendered necessary to conform to the | 
new law which was passed at the last session of | 
Congress. 

! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

’ 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the same committee, | 
moved to amend in the forty-eighth line by strik- 


ing out the word ‘‘twenty,’’ and inserting the || 


word * fifty ;’’ so that the paragraph would read: | 
For the purchase of blank-books, stationery, arms of the | 
United States, seals, presses, and flags, and for the pay- 
ment of postages for the consuls of the United States, 
$50,000. 
Mr. C. said: This is also rendered necessary to 
comply with the new law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE, I move to amend in the 


sixty-second line, by inserting after the word || 


** Cork,”’ the word ** Dublin;’’ so that it shall 


read: | 


Consuls at Liverpool, London, Melbourne, gy } of that bill is as follows: 


Glasgow, Mauritius, Singapore, Belfast, Cork, 

Dundee, Demarara, &c. ; 

and to increase the amount $1,000. Some two 
ears ago, a gentleman from the city of Phila- 
elphia was appointed as consul to Dublin, ata 

salary of $1,000 a year. I understand that there 

is no provision made for any salary at all to be 

attached to this consulate. I cannot understand 


“« 


ublin, || 
i} 
| 


] Mr. STEPHENS. 


The amendment was agreed to. 1 


|| Juan del Sur,’’ the word ** Menzanillo.”’ 
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| suls at Belfast and Cork, and none for that at 
Dublin. ‘It strikes me that there is quite as much 
reason for it at one point as che others. : 
cessary that a salary should be provided for this 
consul. Ihave received a letter froma young 
man in Philadelphia, one of my constituents, 
whose father is the consul at Dublin, complain- 


ing, and justly too, that this appropriation of | 


$1,000 is withheld. 


It is due to candor to say that the reason upon | 
the part of the Committee of Ways and Means | 


for not reporting this appropriation, may be that 


this consulate is not provided for in the new con- | 


sular and diplomatic bill, and that there is no 
existing law authorizing the appropriation. Upon 
consultation with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
[Mr. Pennineron,] the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Affairs, | was informed that the | 
new bill does change the compensation of that | 


2 | 
out |) 
it is certainly proper that he should be allowed the | 


officer, and that he is now allowed only fees. 


compensation in addition of $1,000 per annum. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


ment is entirely out of order. 


Mr.. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


There was no 


| estimate of this kind furnished by the Secretary || 
of State, who understands this subject quite as | 


well as the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order is well taken. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Why? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
order. ([Laughter.] 
Mr. FLORENCE. There is an existing law 
/ authorizing this amendment, and ft must appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 
isting law providing for the salary of the consul 
at Dublin. 


Mr. LETCHER. AsT understand this mat- 


. . . . . | 
ter, there is an existing law which provides for | 

| the payment of this consul in fees, and now the | 
|| gentleman proposes an additional law to pay him 


a salary besides the fees. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. The appeal is not debatable. 
I demand tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

I wish to hear the law 
read before I give my vote on the question of 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The law which passed at 
| the last session of Congress bas this provision for 
salary for consuls at the places named: 

* Belfast, Cork, Dundee, Demarara, Halifax, Kingston, 
(Jamaica,) Leeds, &c., &c., $2,000.” 

Dublin is not included. This law goes into 
effect in January next, and I want Dublin to 
be included in this provision. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment ruled out of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam instructed 





} 
| 
| 


by the Committee of Ways and Means to move || 


to insert in the clause for paying the salaries of 


| consuls, after the word ‘ Ponce,’’ the words || 


| *€ Porto Rico.”’ 
/ ‘The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move that there be in- 

serted in the same clause, after the words ** San 
| Mr PHELPS. That is not a salaried con- 
_sulate under existing law, and I make the point 
| that the amendment is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
| point of order. 


Mr. HAVEN. I move to strike out the words 


| * For consular pupils, $25,000.””_ Mr. Chairman, | 
I made an inquiry when the bill was first read | 


| as to the meaning of this provision. I learn, on | 
examination, that there is in the bill passed at | 
the last session a provision for these consular 
pupils. I do not know whether I[ voted for that 
Ci or not. I certainly did not know that it con- 
tained any such provision. The seventh section 


“Phat the President be, and is hereby, authorized, when- 


Itis ne- | 


[submit that the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania has proved that his amend- | 


The Chair decides that || 


There is an ex- | 





December 30, 

{| appointment of any such pupil shall be made, satisfactory 
evidence, by examination or otherwise, shall be furnished 
of his qualifications and fitness for the office to the Setee. 
tary of State, and by him laid before the President.’ 


I now ask some gentleman to tell me what this 
means? There have never been,as I understand 
any such. pupils appointed. Therefore thig ap- 
propriation is prospective. The law goes jpip 
operation on the Ist of January next. Now, arp 
we to have a system of consular schools? “Is the 
President to appoint consular scholars, at his dis- 
cretion, not to exceed twenty-five; and are thy y 
to be educated for the consular service? If }j 
| selects that number, and they are educated fo, 
| the consular duties, is the President of five years 

hence to have the discretion of turning them oy: 
and selecting others? Are they to’ be changed 
under every Administration, and raw hands ap. 
pointed ? By what rules are the appointments 
to be governed? In fact, are they to be anythin 
more thanso many clerks? I agree that it would 
be well if we could get all the knowledge ang 
| capacity necessary for the consular department: 
| but I believe the country has got along very wel] 
| by the present mode of selection, and when the 
|| best and wisest men have not been employed as 
_ consuls. 

There is no provision for the instruction of 
these pupils. What.is to be done with them? 
Are we to have a professorship established? [f 
so, who is to be the man? My friend before me 
[Mr. Quirman] has a plan which he intends to 
offer at the proper time; and if this appropriation 
passes, it will be seeming and fit that the House 
| should agree in the views he entertains on this 
subject. How is this business to be managed? 
I know that it is, and has been, usual to go even 
into the back countries, and take men unac- 
quainted with commercial pursuits for the posi- 
|| tions of consuls. I have heard of them being 
|| taken from western and northwestern States, 
No one has complained of this. They make ex- 
cellent consuls, and discharge faithfully the duties 
of their offices. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Does the gentle- 
man undertake to say that there are no persons 
in the Northwest who understand commercial 
| matters? 
|| Mr. HAVEN. So far from it I stated that 
they made excellent consuls. My argument is, 
that they make such good ones that there is no 

necessity for consular schools to educate pupils 
to supersede them. This provision provides for 
|| anew and universal system. These pupils are 
| to be appointed at the discretion of the President. 
| Yet itis also discretionary with us whether we 
| shall appropriate this $25,000 or not. He may 
|| assign them as he pleases. Is he to give them to 
| consuls for whom a salary is already provided? 
|| Are these consuls to be their instructors? lu 
|| what are they to instruct them? In what lan- 
How long are 


' 











|| guage, and under what system ? 

|| they to be continued? I submit that it would be 

| wise and discreet, on the part of the House, to 

| forego making this appropfiation, and to report 
the bill to the House without it. 

Gentlemen suggest that we ought to repeal the 

rovision of the law requiring this appropriation. 
“do not care whether we repeal the provision 
or not. It does no harm upon the statute-book 
until Congress furnishes the means to put it into 
operation. I hope the committee will refuse to 
furnish those means. It may have been right 
enough for the Committee of Ways and Meais 
to report the item, because they found it in the 
printed estimates; but I do not think the House 
should sanction it. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
but little to say in reply to the observations of 
my friend from New York. I have no special 
concern for this appropriation, nor, indeed, for 
the particular provision of the diplomatic and 
consular act which suggests it. In justice to 
myself and to the Department of State, on whose 
recommendation the provision was made, it 8 
proper that I should state the precise object of It, 
and the considerations which led to it; and having 








ever he shall think the public good will be promoted there- 
by, to appoint consular pupils, not to exceed twenty-five 
in number at any one time, who shall be citizens of the 
United States, and entitled to compensation for their ser- 
vices, respectively, at @ rate not to exceed $1,000 per an- 
num, to be determined by the President ; and to assign such 
pupils, from time to time, to such consulates, and with 
such duties, as he may (think) proper; and before the 


done this, [ shall cheerfully leave the question of 
the appropriation to the judgment of the com- 
mittee. 
The bill was prepared with great labor, amidst 
other pressing duties, and after many consulla- 
tions with officers of the State Department charged 
with the subjects of it, and with many others 
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familiar with the workings of our diplomatic and | 
consular systems; and while I do not by an 
means claim that it is perfect, I may say that it 
~ as perfect as the circumstances attending its | 
7 p naration would allow, and [ have no doubt it | 
will be found to have effected valuable improve- 
ents in those branches of the public service, if 
i, shall have a fair trial. 

Such, [ believe, would be the effect of the pro- | 
yision now under discussion. It was suggested | 
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two upon the subject. 


the impropriety of our introducing this new ma- 
rey into the diplomacy of our country. I 
have always thought that the best diplomacy— 
that best suited to our institutions was the diplo- 


| macy of the backwoods, the honest diplomacy 


originally, and warmly pressed upon the Com- || 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, by the State Depart- | 
ment, and was embraced in the draft of a bill 
prepared at the Department, and submitted to the 
committee. It was urged in support of it that | 
it would secure material advantages, not only to 

the Government, but to the commercial and other | 
classes having business with our consular officers; 
and, under the conviction that such would prove | 
to be the result, the committee adopted it, and | 
reported it to the House. I have no hesitation 

in saying that, in my judgment, the operation 

of it would be in the highest degree salutary if | 
it could be carried into effect in the spirit in | 
whieh it was enacted, and with a single eye to 

public good. 

The purpose of it was to allow the President 
to appoint not to exceed twenty-five clerks at 

any one time, in all eases to be American citizens, 
aud to assign them to service at the more impor- 
tant of our consular establishments abroad, and 
thus to train up a class of reliable and efficient 
ofivers, capable of discharging with facility and 
satisfaction the often difficult and always respons- | 
ible duties of consuls. Many of our consuls are 
obliged to employ clerks to assist in the duties 
of their offices. These clerks they are obliged to 
pay out of their own salaries, and such will con- | 
tinue to be the fact unless they shall be supplied | 
with clerks by the Governmert, who shall be | 
paid directly by the Government, in relief of the | 
consuls. If the clerks are to be paid by the con- 
suls out of their salaries, those salaries must be | 
made correspondingly large; and in either case | 
the clerks are substantially paid by the Govern- 

ment. Is it not better, in this view of the ques- | 
tion alone, that the clerks shall be sehen by | 


\ 
the 


| misapprehension under which 


| why not let the consuls select such ¢ 


of republican freemen, and not that which is 
taught in the diplomatic schools of Europe. I 
hope that the motion to strike out will prevail 


for that reason, because I believe it is the intro- 


duction of a mischievous precedent into our dip- 
lomatic system. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I desire to correct a 
the gentleman 
seems to labor. This provision does not apply 
to persons connected with the diplomatic service 
atall. These persons are mere clerks in the con- 
sular offices, ahd have no more to do with diplo- 
macy than the gentleman himself. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Very frequently it happens 
that the consular agents of the country are obliged 
to attend to the diplomatic affairs of the country. 
If they are mere clerks to record proceedings, 

ae as they 


| please? They are the best judges as to compe- 


the President, as provided by the diplomatic and || 


consular act, with all the guards thrown around | 
the appointment, and that they shall be American | 
citizens in all cases, than that the consuls them- 
selves shall make the selections in the loose mode 
now practiced, and from foreigners, as is not | 
unfrequently the case? | 

In this mode the Government may secure the | 
services of its own citizens, provide itself with a | 
corps of clerks ready for promotion, and having | 
promotion in view as a reward of fidelity and | 


merit; trained in the business to which they are || 


devoted; familiar with the languages and capable | 
of acting as interpreters at the places in which | 
they are located. Consuls are now obliged to 
employ foreigners as clerks and interpreters in 
many cases; and this all will admit should not be 
done if it be practicable to avoid it. 

[tis proper in this connection to say, that the 
salaries of consuls, at the places where it has been 


contemplated to appoint clerks, have been ad- | 


justed with refevence.to this arrangement, and 
are much lower than they should be if this ar- 
rangement is not to be carried into effect. Injus- 
tice will be done to these consuls if they are not 


allowed clerks, unless their salaries shall be in- | 


creased to such an additional amount as shall be 
hecessary to pay clerk hire. 
In regard to the suggestion that institutions and 


professors of instruction will be necessary, Or | 


may be resorted to, to train phere pupils, it || 


is hardly necessary to say a word seriously. No 


such thing is contemplated, and it is hardly fair to | 


create prejudice by such a suggestion. The my 
Instruction contemplated is that which will result 
from the employment of the consular pupils as 
clerks in the offices of the consuls. 
have been called clerks as properly as consular 
pupils; the only reason for calling th 
pupils being the fact that our consular treaty with 
rance contemplates the appointment of such per- 


They might | 


sons, and affords them protection and political | 


rights under that designation. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I move toamend the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, by striking out 
** $25,000," and inserting ‘‘ $500,’’ merely to 
afford me the opportunity of saying a word or 


| 
| 





em consular || 


| and efficiently. 








tency to perform the duties of their various offices. 
This is the introduction of a new plan of educa- 
ting our young men in the practices of foreign 
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I concur fully with the | priation should be inserted in this bill ‘sufficient 
remarks of the«gentleman from New York upon | 


to carry out the !aw, if it should be the pleasure 
of the House to carry it out in the manner 
designed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
If the Committee of Ways and Means had acted 
otherwise, they would have been justly liable to 
censure for having failed to provide for carrying 
out a provision of law passed by the Congress 
of the United States, no longer ago than at the 
last session of Congress. Hence the duty of the 


' Committee of Ways and Means to report in the 


appropriation bills appropriations of so much 
money as was necessary to carry out existing 
laws. But, sir, as a member of the House I am 
prepared to go with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] in striking this entire appro- 
priation from the bill. 

I have submitted my amendment to the amend- 
ment merely for the purpose of enabling me to 
explain the action of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, or at least to explain my own action 
asa member of that committee, in consenting to 
report that item in the appropriation bill. If 
there be no objection, I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object; and I wish 
to ask the gentleman a question. I can under- 
stand the explanation of the gentleman for re- 
»propriation, but why was it neces- 


courts, and I want to see no such machinery || sary to use the expression, ‘* consular pupils,”’ 


introduced into our system. 
I rose, however, principally to say that I hope 


the amendment of the gentleman from New York | 


will prevail. But if the amendment should be lost, 


| and this feature of the consular bill should be || 


carried into operation, we ought also to introduce 
a professorship of diplomacy into the State De- 


partment; and to that end [ shall propose the | 


following amendment: 

For establishing a professorship of diplomacy in the De- 
partment of State, —— thousand dollars. 

And I should recommend for the office the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who has written a book 
upon courtship and diplomacy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iam opposed to the prop- 
osition made by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and as my impression as to the value of these 
consular pupils is totally at variance with his 
conclusions, I cannot help expressing it. It is 
proposed that twenty-five young men, American 


citizens, shall be selected by the President of the | 


United States to perform the duties of consular 
pupils. The whole purpose and object of this 


provision of the law of last session is to get young 
men of character—and [ am sorry to say, sir, that 
the history of the country does not justify the 
conclusion that such persons have always been 
selected—to perform the duties of clerks or secre- 
These young 
men are to be educated, as was said by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
clerical duties; and certainly, if consular agents 
| are to be changed, it becomes a matter of im- 
| portance that we should have young men edu- 
| cated in such a manner that they can perform 
| the duties attached to a consular agency capably 
We seek to introduce an Amer- 
ican system and not a foreign system. The con- 
sular bal of last session, which was modeled and . 
| framed atthe State Department, was passed with |* wanted to put this bill through without even 
special reference to the clerkships which these 
young gentlemen are to fill, and [ am _ surprised 
that such gentlemen as the gentlemen from New 
York and Mississippi should be frightened by 


the scarecrows which they themselves have raised 


taries of legation at foreign courts. 


here. 


[ Laughter. } 


tlemen suppose. 


D I think that a totally differ- || in the Committee of 
ent effect will be produced from what those gen- 
[ look upon this plan rather as 


in the bill? 

Mr. PHELPS. The expression is used inthe 
bill passed, at the instance of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Pennineron,] the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, at the last 
session of Congress. We have merely quoted 
the language of the law in the provision we have 
made in this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am opposed to 
the amendment offered by my colleague on the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Puetrs,} 
as I am to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York. And, sir, I think this 
whole discussion is entirely out of place. Gen- 
tlemen are discussing a provision of law enacted 
at the last session of Congress. 

1 find, by referring to the record of the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill introduced at 
the last session by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and which passed this House by a vote 
of two to one, that the names of the gentleman 
from New York,(Mr. Haven,] and the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirman,] are nowhere 
to be found. here were those vigilant gentle- 
men then, that they did not object to the enact- 
ment of this provision? 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will allow me to interrupt him for a moment, I 
will say that I stated that I did not know how I 
voted upon the passage of the bill he refers to. 
But I am not attacking that bill. I said then, 
and I say now, that I have no objection to the 
pores remaining upon the statute-book; but 

think it is extremely unwise for this House to 
furnish the oil and the machifery to put it into 
operation. I presume, sir, that bill was put 
through under the ‘operation of the previous 
question. I do not know that it was even read; 
and, if I mistake not, my friend from Ohio 


having it read. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of, Ohio. 
beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Mr. QUITMAN. I wish merely to oe that, 
at the last session, perhaps I had more confidence 
ays and Means than I 


Not at all. I 


| have at this session. 


Mr. PHELPS. The bill did not emanate from 


an American than a foreign one, and I can see || the Committee of Ways and Means at all. It 


no injury to result from introducing into foreign 
| courts 


oung American gentlemen. 
Mr. QUITMAN, by unanimous consent, with- 


drew his amendment. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


last session of Congress. 


For the purpose of enabling 
me to make a brief explanation of the &tion of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I move to 
reduce the amount $1,000. The bill under which | 
this expenditure is authorized was passed at the 
Iam myself in favor 4 


was reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I was saying 
that these sentinels who have now suddenly been 
aroused during the holidays, seem to have been 
asleep on the watch-tower at the proper time. for 
I do not find that their votes are recorded upon 
the bill. I find that the bill passed the House by 
a yote of 103 yeas to 56 nays, but I cannot find the 
me of either of these gentlemen on the record. 


of striking out this whole appropriation for con- || But, sir, this law having passed, the Secretary of 


sular pupils; but-as a member of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, the House having at the | 
last session made provision for the appointment || of Ways and Means, 
of consular pupils, I was willing that an appro- | 


State having estimated for the amount necessary 


to carry the law into effect, and the Committee 


in pursuance of those 


estimates, having reported the appropriations 
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necessary to carry out the existing law, these 
gentlemen now come forward and arraign the 
House for improper legislation. 

Mr. HAVEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I for one wasin 
favor of the bill reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. I think it wasall fair and proper; 
but | will not consume the time of the committee. 
If the House, after having passed that bill by a 
vote of two to one, sees proper to stulufy their 
own legislation by rejecting this appropriauon to 
carry out that enactment, let them do it. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio one question. The law provides 
that this system of pu nlave shall commence 
whenever the President shall see proper. Now, 
I wish to know of the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the present or the incoming President 
has sicnified his wish that the system shall go 
into effect during the forthcoming year? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from New York well knows that this 1s a recent 
act of Congress, passed only at the last session, 
revolutionizing to some extent our whole con- 
sular and diplomatic system. Of course, I have 
not the confidence of the Administration, and am 
not advised as to what appointments are to be 
made, or when they are to be made; but I will 
say this, in reply to the inquiry, that if the ee 
sent or the incoming President shall not see fit io 
make any appointments under the law, the money 
appropriated will not be expended, but will re- 
vert to the surplus fund, 

Mr. PHELPS then, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to reduce 
the appropriation to $500. The discussion on 
this provision shows the character of the legisla- 
tion of this House. At the last session we passed 
this consular, and diplomatic bill. ‘The rules were 
suspended, and it was then introduced and passed 
under the previous question. It was hurried 
through without explanation, and what do we 
see to-day? We know from the debate which 
has occurred that those then here knew but little 
of what was in the bill when it was passed. This 
provision was for consular pupils to be appointed 
—how and when? To be appointed by the Pres- 
ident when he shall think it is necessary and 
expedient so todo. Who are they to be? Citi- 
zens of the United States, who, after examina- 
tion, are found to be competent and qualified for 
the office. What is to be their age? ‘There is no 
restriction as toage. If they are citizens of the 
United States and competent, they may be older 
than either the consuls or the consuls general at 
the places to which they are sent, It is toa cer- 
tain extent increasing the number of consuls— 
making two at one place. The President may 
appoint a man as consul at a place where the fees 
will not amount to more than $100, and then as- 
sign that man’s son as his pupil at a salary of 
$1,000. He has the authority, under this law, 
to appoint these consular pupils at a salary not 
exceeding $1,000 each, and to assign them where 
he chooses 

If it were in order, I would not only vote to 
strike out the provision making the appropria- 
tion, but would move a repeal of the provision in 
the law for the appointment of these consular 
pupils. If the appropriation is made, it presup- 
poses that the President will appoint every one 
of these twenty-five pupils, and give them the 
maximum of salary authorized by law. It is 
discretionary with him after this appropriation 
is made, whether he will or will not appoint these 
pupils. LT hold that, although it may have been 
the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to report this provision, it is the prerogative of 
the House to strike it out and refuse to make the 
appropriation. If there is no appropriation, then 
I take it that the President will not exercise the 
large discretion given to him in this matter. 
Why should we carry on a system of consular 
education, and not a system of legislative educa- 
tion? If we have consular pupils, why should 
we not have legislative pupils “and executive 
pupils and schools? Why should we not have 
schools for the education of citizens to dischagge 
all the duties required of them by the Govern4 
ment? In my judgment, the original law is 


wrong; and as this is the only way we have for || 


the present to correct it, I hope the whole appro- 
priation will be stricken out. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The committee | 
now understand the manner in which the consular 
and diplomatic bill was passed at the last session 
It was passed hurriedly under a 
suspension of the rules and the operation of the 
previous question, without any opportunity for 
investigation. The consequence was, that there 
were not twenty members who understood what 
it was they were to enact into a law. We are 
now asked to make an appropriation of $25,000 
to carry into effect a particular clause of that bill. 
We know not whether the President wil! deem 
it expedient to appoint the pupils provided for. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, 1 wiil state that prep- | 
arations are being made at the State Department 
in anticipation of the appointment of these con- 
sular pupils. There is an estimate from the 
Treasury Department, that these $25,000 are 
necessary for the purpose of caryying that law 
into effect. his estimate has been sent to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and it was on 
that estimate the committee acted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not conceive | 
that the bill as it passed at the last session imposes 
the slightest obligation on the House to make | 
this appropriation. If we pass the clause under 
consideration, then it is clear that we ratify the 
law. If we refuse, however, to pass this appro- 
priation, the President will not attempt to make 
these appointments. If we pass this appropria- 
tion, | repeat, then we agree to this particular 
feature of the law. Whats that law? It simply 
authorizes the President to make these appoint- | 
ments if he sees fit. It is certain, then, if we do 
not pass this appropriation, that he will not deem 
it expedient to make these appointments. 

I think the committee ought to look at the 
questionas an original one—as a question brought 
here forthe firsttume. They ought not to pass an 
appropriation to carry into effect a provision of 
law like this, which they disapprove. Let them | 
refuse to appropriate this money, and my word 
for it there will be no appointments of consular 
pupils. Andas to the Secretary of State making | 
preparations for carrying this law into effect, I do | 
not think he will trouble himself much further 
with itif we refuse to appropriate this money. 
Asa matter of course, no appointments can, or 
will be made before the first of January next; and | 
if we now make no appropriation there will be 
no appointments. We will thus get rid of this | 
provision of law which has been so improvidently | 
enacted. I trust it will be the pleasure of the | 
committee to strike out the entire provision. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation fifty dollars. The gentleman from 
Virginia who last spoke says that when this bill 
passed it was passed under a suspension of the 
rules and the operation of the previous question, | 
without opportunity for examination of its pro- 
visions, and that therefore the committee ought 
to look at this provision as a new and original 
question. Let us look at the Journals of the 
House—those tell-tale volumes that so often ** vin- 
dicate the truth of history,’’ to use a phrase fa- 
miliar upon this floor. I find that on the 5th of | 
August, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs reported this bill, and it was ordered | 
to be printed. Ten long days elapsed before it 
was taken up for consideration. The chairman 
of that committee then moved a suspension of | 
the rules, and it was taken up and passed, the 
gentleman from Virginia voting with the major- 
ity of two thirds necessary to suspend the rules. 
This is, to my mind, conclusive evidence that 
that gentleman had read and considered the pro- 
visions of this bill, and that they had met with 
his entire approbation. 

{ had some hesitancy about voting for that bill, 
and perhaps it was the consular pupil feature of 
the bill which finally induced me to give it my 
support. I did not approve of many of its pro- 
visions, I did not approve of taking away the 
salary of the consul at Dublin and continuing that 
of the consuls at Cork and Belfast; because, ina 
commercial point of view, I regard Dublin as 
entitled to quite as much consideration in the | 
legislation of this House, so far as compensation 
is concerned, as either Belfast or Cork. 

So far as the operation of the provisions of | 


of Congress. 








this bill arg concerned, and so far as the sug- | 
| gestion of the gentleman from Virginia to the | 
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committee that this is a new subject, is concerned 
one would very naturally presume that that gen. 
tleman had given the subject a full investigation, 
or he would not have voted for a suspension of 
the rules to take - and consider the bill, The 
.gentleman from Tennessee remarked that he 
would repeal the section and defeat this appro. 
priation altogether, and he said to me just now 
very exultingly, that he never voted for the bill 
Nobody ever expected that he would vote for , 
bill which made so large an appropriation of 
money, because his well-known CONSCieNtioys 
guardianship over the Treasury would prevent 
him from making so large an appropriation, | 
fully indorse his integrity and honesty, and I take 
it for granted that no bill which does not entirely 
accord with his convictions of right will ever 
receive his vote. I sometimes, however, pursue 
the opposite course, when J suppose that thereby 
the character of my country will be vindicated 
abroad; and I will go so far as to vote to educate 
intelligent young gentlemen for the purpose of 
filling diplomatic and consular appointments, and 
maintaining the honor and glory of my country’s 
flag upon a foreign soil. . 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not desire 
to prolong this discussion. I rise to ask the 
committee to come to a vote at once. While | 
have the floor, however, I desire to do justice to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirmay,) 


'| I stated, when I was up before, that on looking 


over the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
diplomatic and consular reform bill of last ses. 
sion, I found that the gentleman’s name was not 
recorded. In this I was in error, as on subse- 
quent examination [ find that the gentleman 
voted against the bill. My remarks, of course, 
only apply, therefore, to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Haven. ] 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
, the amendment so as to make the amount $2,000. 
I wish it understood that I do not make this prop- 
osition with a view of recognizing the principle 
of the provision. I am opposed to any appro- 
priation whatever. When I was up before, | 
stated to the committee the circumstance, which 
I gathered from the gentleman from Tennessee, 
that the consular bill of last session was passed 
_under a suspension of the rules. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FLorence,] in reply, 
thought it was a capital hit to state that I had 
voted for that suspension—as though it were not 
well known to this committee that we frequently 
oblige each other by voting for a suspension of 
the rules, 

But be that as it may, I beg leave to call the 
attention of the committee again to one feature in 
the law. It is that provision which authorizes 
the President to appoint consular pupils when he 
thinks it necessary, and to appoint those to per- 
form those duties who can stand an examination. 
Now, the argument urged in support of the ap- 


|, pointment of these pupils is, that it will place 


these ‘* young gentlemen’’—for that seems to be 
the favorite term with some members here—in 
the way of being trained. But you see the bill 
provides that they shall be examined previous to 
_ their appointment, so that they have to be qual- 

ified for their appointment in the first instance. 
| I say, then, that the whole question comes back 
to this: is the policy a wise one? Is it judicious 
to have such a corps as this in our foreign agen- 
/cies? Ought we to have twenty-five pupils put 
in training to perform these duties, when they 
will constitute but a small part of the number 
| which will be needed? If the system is once 
introduced, where will be the end of it? Look at 
the list of consuls to be provided for in this bill. 
| Each one will want a pupil to aid him, and to 
become acquainted with the history of the foreign 
interests of the country. I think we had better 
nip this thing in the bud. If we vote this appro- 
priation, we will, by solemn act, reaffirm the prin- 
pga which was unwittingly affirmed in the bill 
of last session. I hope the committee will vote 

down this appropriation. 
Mr. GRERN WOOD. The pending question 

| is pretty well understood by the committee. 
/am opposed to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Virginia. But I rise simply for the pur 
| pose of remarking upon one point alone, to which 
. allusion has been made. It is true that my name 
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. Striking out $30,000 and inserting $40,000. My 


appears on the Journal as having voted for this 
pil] as an entirety. I may have voted also in 
favor of a suspension of the rules to take it up, 
as | usually do when my friends appeal to me to 


THE CO 


| agents abroad, 


do so to enable them to geta bill before the House. || 


| Jook upon that bill as a considerable improve- 
ment upon the bill known as the Perkins bill; and | 
while | may not favor this particular feature in the | 
pill, on the whole I regard it as an improvement. 
The section, however, which provides for these 
pupils ought to be repealed, and I hope the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs will report a bill to 
re eal it, . 

ti is trae, as remarked by the gentleman from 


about this appropriation. He says that it is for | 


losses by exchange on drafts of our diplomatic 
It is no such thing. It is for 
** loss by exchange on drafts of consuls, inter- 
preters, and consular pupils for salary.’’ The 
provision concerning the consular pupils has been 
stricken out, and the only loss then would be that 
by exchange on drafts drawn by consuls and in- 
terpreters. Of course, then, the loss would not 
be as great on drafts of consuls and interpreters 


| as it would be on consuls, interpreters, and con- 
| sular pupils. 


Virginia, that if you pass this appropriation you || 


ive vitality to a law which, I am satisfied, two 
thirds of this committee are opposed to. It is 
annecessary for gentlemen to say, in reply to 
this remark, that the matter is within the discre- 
tion of the President, and that he will not exercise 
that discretion unless he believes there is good | 
reason for doing so. Permit me to say, that 

oliticians will endeavor day after day to impress 
finn with the propriety and vital importance of 

utting this provision into immediate operation. 

‘hat will be the result of it. Every gentleman 
who desires an appointment for himself or for 
any of his friends, will urge the apes of 
having the law carried into effect. say, then, 
that if we are opposed to carrying the law into 
effect, we should vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, and strike out the 
appropriation altogether, ; 

he amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

“The question then recurred upon the original | 
amendment offered by Mr. Haven. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craice and 
Wa prince were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes ninety ;a further count not being demanded. | 
So the amendment was agreed to, and the 

paragraph stricken out. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now move to | 
strike out the words “ consular pupils,’’ in the 
following paragraph: 

For estimated loss by exchange on drafts of consuls, 
interpreters, and consular pupils for salary, $45,000. 


This is rendered necessary by the amendment 
which has just been adopted. 


Mr. PHELPS. It is the loss on drafts drawn 
by our consular agents abroad. I used the gen- 
eral term diplomaticagents; butas the gentleman 
desires to arrive at perfect accuracy, let me state 
this: $272,750 is appropriated for the salaries of 
consuls; and, in addition, they draw on the 
Treasury for amounts of money for the purpose 


| of defraying the expenses incurred in providing 


| reduction. 
| remain as it is. 


| the appropriation to $5,000. 


for the return of our distressed seamen discharged 
in foreign ports. The amount of appropriation 
for consular pupils was fixed at $25,000. If the 
gentleman wishes to know how much this appro- 
sriation for loss by exchange ought to be reduced 
fpecainss of the rejection of the consular-pupil 
appropriation, let him cipher out this simple 
problem in the rule of three: as $280,000, the 
amount of salaries, is to $45,000, the estimated 
loss, so is $25,000 to the amount of the required 
I think the appropriation had better 
I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. move to reduce 
I do not know 


| whether I correctly understand this matter. If 


| disadvantages, and at great loss. 
trouble himself about the loss, for we have to pay | 
it. The heavy discount for cashing it comes out | 


fam wrong, I ask to be corrected. With my 
present understanding of it, lam inclined to agree 
with the gentleman from North Carolina. This 


clause proposes that the Government shall indorse | 
what our consuls and perenestre all over the | 


world shall report to it to be the exchange against 


it. Whatever they report and draw for we have | <¢ : 
|| | submit that the weary which fixed the 


to pay. We have a consul in Turkey, remote 
from commerce. He wants his salary, and the 
cash for it. It can only be cashed under great 


of the Treasury. And I put the question to gen- 
tlemen, whether it is intended to give to the mul- 


| titude of consular agents we have scattered all 


The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. CRAIGE. It seems to me that, as we | 
have stricken out these consular pupils, we ought 
also to reduce the amount. I move to reduce the | 
amount from $45,000 to $30,000. 

Mr.CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The precise amount | 
estimated for the loss on exchange for these con- | 
sular pupils was stated in the estimates which 
were ordered to be printed this morning, but they 
are not before me. I would suggest, however, 
that the sum should remain as it is, and whatever 
is unexpended will go back to the surplus fund. 
I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I certainly will not. 
it should be passed by all means. 

Mr. PHELPS. I mové to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina by 


I think 


only object in moving this amendment is to ex- 
plain this matter to the committee; for if the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina insists upon having 
avote upon his amendment, we may find our- 
selves without a quorum. This appropriation is 
merely to cover the estimated loss upon the ex- 
change drawn by our ministers and our consuls 
abroad, whd receive salaries. It also provides 
for the loss estimated upon the exchange drawn 
by the consular pupils for their salaries. This 
1s but the estimate of the probable loss. There 
iso means by which it can be exactly ascer- 
tained what will be the amount of the loss on bills | 


| comes to that at last. 


over the world the power to tax the Treasury at | 
their will, in the name of the exchange they have | 
to deal with, in order to get their salaries? It | 
Such, unquestionably, is | 


the character of this provision. All over the 
world our consular agents and interpreters are to 
have authority to tax the Federal Treasury with 


the rates of exchange under every circumstance. || 


Iam unwilling to agree to it. 


Mr. PHELPS. The salary of the secretary of | 


legation at China, when he acts as interpreter, is 


| $5,000 per annum—and I take this case as an 


illustration—and I desire to know whether or not 


| when residing abroad, the salary we have prom- 
ised to pay him? 


| stance of the case. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. When the Govern- 


ment owes money, let it pay it at home at the | 


Treasury, or abroad, according to the circum- 
Let the Government pay its 
agents the amounts it has promised to pay them. 
I do not make any question about that; but I am 
opposed to allowing these agents to draw at will 
upon the Treasury. 
pay them quarterly, or semi-annually, or annu- 
ally, and remit to them the amounts to which they 
are entitled. 
and legitimate, and conducted on the best and 
cheapest terms; and that is the way in which 
it ought to be done; and we ought not to allow 
hundreds of consular agents all over the world to 


| draw on the Treasury with their own determ- 


of exchange drawn by our diplomatic agents | 


abroad. One year it may be greater; another 
yeur it may be less. The rates of exchange fluc- 
tuate with trade. I appeal to the gentleman from | 
North Carolina to let it stand as itis. Nothing 
will be lost. No other expenditure can be made 
under this appropriation but for this purpose; and 
if the entire appropriation és not exhausted, the 
balance will go into the Treasury. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman is mistaken | 


please. 
| The question was taken on Mr. Craicr’s | 


ination of the real or imagined rates of exchange. | 
If what | propose be dune, then the drafts will | 
|, be drawn at the lowest figure of exchange—not 


so if the agents are allowed to draw them as they 
I withdraw my amendment. 


| amendment; and it was rejected. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


Add as follows : 
For office rent for those consuis-general, consule, and 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


He does not | 


Let the Government fix to | 


Then the business will be proper | 


3S 


commercial agents who are not allowed to trade, not. 
exceed ten percenwum on the amount of their compensa. 


tion, as fixed by the act approved 18th August. 1856 
$23,500. are : 


For the preservation of the archives of the several con- 


sulates of the United States, and of commercial agencies, 
$11,900. 


Mr. HAVEN. Icall fora division of the ques- 
tion, and ask that the question be first taken on 
the first clause of the amendment. Let me say 
that I am opposed to the first branch of the amend- 
iment, and ! do not propose to be caught napping 
again upon the watch-tower, as my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Campseit] suggested that I was last 
rear. 

The bill of last session provided the salaries 
of these gentlemen, and the object of the Legis- 
lature in doing it was to cover the entire expend- 
iture, that we might know with some fixed cer- 
tainty what we were doing. We propose to give 
to the consul at British North America $4,000; to 
British India $5,000; to Alexandria $3,500; to 
Simoda $5,000; and so on; and now, before the 
year has gone around, here comes in a proposi- 
tion to give to these men some ten per cent, addi- 
tional compensation. I should like to knuw why 
it is. The gentleman from Ohio says to me: 
‘* You were asleep last year when this bill was 
passed, and | and my friends fixed a compensa- 
tion for these consuls which we are willing to 
abide by.’? Now I am awake, and I call upon 
him to be awake also, and see that these salaries 
shall not be increased. 

I have no sort of objection to the other part of 
this amendment; but the moment we pay this 
rent, we shall have to pay it not only to consuls 
who are not allowed to trade, but to every one 
who is named in this bill; and we shall have to 
pay office rent also for these consular pupils. 
This will be an encouragement to them, and the 
| moment you allow them to get their fingers into 
| the Treasury, they will thrust in their whole 
| arms clean up to the shoulders. 


j 


| salaries of these consuls at $3,500, $4,000, $5,000, 

$6,000, &c., was intended to cover the entire out- 

lay; and if we pay these rents, we had better 

bring in a bill at once to pay their board and wash- 

ing and personal smanenteenns I hope the com- 
| mittee will reject the first portion of the amend- 

ment, and adopt the second. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Imove to amend 
| by adding $5,000 to the appropriation. I offer 
the amendment merely for the purpose of ex- 
pressing my gratitude to the gentleman from 
New York, who has announced to the committee 
and the country that he is aroused, and one of the 
| Treasury guardians. ‘The Committee of Ways 
;}and Means in presenting this amendment be- 
| lieved, with the Secretary of State, that it was a 
sy the bill of last session the whole 
system of compensation and fees was revolution- 
ized, and instead of giving consuls fees and per- 
quisites, which amounted in many instances to 


| proper item. 


|| thousands of dollars, they are now restricted toa 
| the gentleman is in favor of paying to that man, | 


| fixed sum. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
| of order. I ask the gentleman from Ohto if there 


‘| is any law authorizing this payment of office- 


rent? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The law author- 

izes the appointment of consuls at the various 
| points designated. Ofcourse, their duties cannot 

be discharged in the open air, and in the storms. 
| It is necessary that they should have shelter. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If there is no law 

authorizing this expenditure, the amendment is 
| out of order, and I raise that point. 

|| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. There is a law 
| upon which the amendment is based, and | send 
|| it to the Clerk’s desk that it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ And he it further enacted, That the President be, and he 
is hereby, authorized.o provide at the public expense all 
such stationery, biank, record, and other books, seals, 
presses, flags, and signs, as he shall think necessary for the 
several legations, consulates, and commercial agencies in 
the transaction of their business ; and whenever he shall 
think there is sufficient reason therefor, to allow consuls 
general, consuls and commercial agents, who are not ai- 
lowed to trade, the actual expenses of office rent, not to 
exceed in any case ten per centum of the amount of the 

| annual compensation allowed to such officers,” &c., &c. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I withdraw my 
oint of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will state to 
'| the committee that the amount recommended by 
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the Committee of Ways and Means will be found | 


a CONGRERON AL, 


in miscellaneous documents No. 4, prepared by | 


the Secretary of State. If gentlemen upon this 
side of the Recon wish to cut this off, as pes! f 
did the consular pupils, let them vote the amend- 
ment down. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. As this is another sec- 
tion of the law of last session which requires an 
appropriation to give it vitality, I trust we shall 
vote it down. Discretionary power has been 
lodged with the President to allow additional 
compensation; and until that is done, and the 
actual expenditure made, I think it unnecessary 
to make any appropriation. 

Mr. FULLE 2, of Maine. I move to increase 
the amount five dollars. I believe that we are 
legislating upon a subject which requires a great 
deal of study to understand, and I believe that if 
we should repeal the bill called the Perkins bill, 
and the bill of last session, we should be in a 
condition infinitely better than that we are now In. 
If my friend from Arkansas will look through the 


list of salaries of the various consuls, and look at | 


the expenditures to which they are subjected, he 
will be satisfied that their compensation is alto- 
gether inadequate. The Government derives a 
revenue of nearly one third of a million of dollars 
from the fees anaes consuls, which formerly 
went into the pocketsof the consuls. I can name 
several ports where consuls are placed, where the 
compensation allowed them by law will not pay 


their rent and clerk hire, and when the bill of last | 


session goes into operation, our consular system 
will be broken up. 

Mr.GREENWOOD. Under the old bill that 
would be true. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Consuls who serve 
in foreign countries are subjected to greater ex- 
penses than they are at home, for the expenses 
are more than cake. besides the expenses of 
going abroad and returning. So far as i am con- 
cerned 1 should be glad to repeal all the laws re- 
cently enacted in relation to our consular system, 
and go back to the old law of 1799. 


The question was taken on Mr. Futer’s | 


amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the first portion 
of Mr. CampsBecu’s amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN demanded tellers. 


| 
yr ! 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ritcute and | 


CHAFFEE were appointed. 

The question was taken; and only seven mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The question was then taken on the second | 


portion of the amendment; 
to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the 
Committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Orr having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Sapp 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 


and it was agreed 


state of the Union had, according to order, had | 


the state of the Union generally under consider- 
ation, and particularly the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, and had instructed Sins 
to report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the | 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


Mr. LETCHER asked that the vote be taken 
on concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in all their amend- 
ments, 

Mr. FLORENCE asked for a separate vote 
upon the amendment striking out the appropria- 
tion for consular pupils. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The other amendments of.the Committee of 
the Whole were then concurred in en masse. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 


| 





i 
j 


| 


} 


|| Aitken, James 
main question ordered to be put. || 





ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


| 
} 
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GLOBE, 
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| 
| 


January 2, 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a resolution 


Mr. LETCHER moved that when the House || of the Legislature of Iowa, in favor of the enact. 
| 


adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 
he motion was agreed to; 
And then, on motion of Mr. RUFFIN, (at 
half past three o’clock,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 2, 1857. 


Prayer by Rev. Danret Watpvo, Chaplain of 
the House of Representatives. 


approved. . 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed a bill (H. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


| 
| 
| 


R. No. 607) making appropriations for the con- | 
| sular and diplomatic expenses of the Government 


for the year ending June 30, 1858. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; which were thereupon signed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore: 

An act for the relief of James Harrington; 
and 

An act providing for the compulsory prepay- 
| ment of postage on all transient printed matter. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
| Senate a report from the Secretary of War, com- 


|) municating, in obedience to law, a statement of 


| the appropriations applicable to the service of the 
| War Department for the fiscal year ending June 


| 30, 1856, the amount drawn and the balance in | 
|| the Treasury at the end of the year, and the ap- | 


| propriations carried to the surplus fund; which 


| was, on motion of Mr. Fisn, ordered to lie on | 


the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report from 
| the Secretary of the Navy, communicating, in 
| compliance with a resolution of the Senate, in- 
| formation concerning the practicability of con- 
| structing steam vessels so as to afford greater 
| Security against accident by fire; which, on mo- 


tion of Mr. Stuart, was referred to the Commit- | 


| tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


| He also laid before the Senate a report of the | 


| Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the 14th August last, a report of Superintendent 
Bache on the construction and distribution of 
| standards of weights and measures. 
Mr. STUART. 
munication was called for by a resolution offered 
by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce,} 


1e shall be in his seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was the 
wish of the absent Senator that it should lie on 
the table until his return; and that order will be 
made if there is no objection. The Chair hears 


|} hone. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BIGLER presewted a memorial of William 

Kelley, and others, who served 
_in the Japan expedition under Commodore Perry, 
| praying to be allowed extra pay; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of officers of 
the New York State militia, praying for a re- 
| vision, by Congress, of the militia laws of the 
| United States, and that an annual appropriation 
| may be made for arming and equipping the militia 
| of the States with improved arms and accouter- 
| ments; which was referred to the Committee on 
| the Militia. 
| Also, the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
|merce of New York, praying for an appropri- 
| ation for the removal of obstructions to naviga- 


| 
| 
| 


grossed, was accordingly read the third time, || tion at the entrance to the harbor of that city; 


and passed. 


| which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- || merce. 


sider the vote by which the bill, was passed, || 


Mr. COMEGYS presented the petition of 


and also moved to ~ the motion to reconsider || Thomas Lyons, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
a 


on the table; which 


tter motion was agreed || prayin 


to be allowed a pension; which was 


to, \| referred to the Committce on Pensions. 


I understand that that com- | 


who is not nowhere. I therefore suggest the pro- | 
eae iton the table for the present, until | 


| 


The message also announced that the Speaker | 





| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 





| ell, of the District of Columbia. 


ment of a law to confirm the selections of swamp 
and overflowed lands made by that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 

He also presented a memorial of the Legis|a. 
ture of Iowa, praying for a grant of land to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from McGregor’, 
Landing tothe Missouri river; which was refer. 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis|q. 
ture of Ohio, in favor of the establishment of 


| addijonal mail routes in that State; which wag 
The Journal of Tuesday last was read and || 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. . 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H.R. No. oe for the relief of Mary 
Ann Clark, was read the first and second times 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. No. 607) making appropria. 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1858, was read the first and second times } 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
John Mitchell, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of John Mitch- 
The bill was 


_read and passed to a second reading, and the 





report was ordered to be printed, 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 25) 
for the relief of Joseph Richards, of Berks county, Pennsyi- 
vania, and that it be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. Sruarr the 15th December, to print 
five-hundred extra copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for the 
use of that office, reported in favor of printing the 
same; and the report was agreed to. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Senas- 
Tian the 11th December, to print two thousand 
additional copies of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs for the use of that 
office, reported in favor of printing the same. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am instructed by the same 
committee to report adversely on a resolution 
offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Stv- 
ne on the 15th of December, to print two hun- 
dred and fifty additional copies of the report of 
Colonel Emory, the commissioner to run and 
mark the boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico, for the use of the Department of the 
Interior. By the present regulations, twenty-five 


| copies uniformly go for distribution to the De- 


partment of State, and five additional copies for 
the Department making a report for preserva- 
tion. The committee deem the two hundred and 
fifty additional copies unnecessary, and | make 
the adverse report. 

The report was concurred in. 


WESTERN HARBORS. 


Mr. STUART. ‘The other day there was laid 
on the table a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Colonel Gra- 
ham of the survey of harbors on the lakes. 
have now examined it, and I send to the table 
resolutions respecting its printing. I beg leave 
to say, that a portion of this report was called for 
at the last session of Congress, and printed, and 
the remaining portion has never been printed. 
The resolution P offer proposes to print the whole 
of it now; and then I have another resolution 
which, I suppose, will go to the Committee on 
Printing, that five hundred extra copies be printed 
for the use of Colonel Graham himself: 

Resolved, That the whole report of Lieutenant Colonel 


Graham upon the harbors, &c., in Wisconsin, Illinois, In- 
diana, and Michigan, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following reso- 
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1857. 
son; which was referred to the Committee on | 
nung: 1 
eed, hat five hundred extra copies of said report 
ied for the use of Colonel Graham. 
DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


\fy, SLIDELL submitted the following reso- | 
. which was considered by unanimous con- 
ont, and agreed to: 
.oiped, That the President be requested to communi- 
tw the Senate, if not incompatible with the public 
rest, copies of all correspondence between the Govern- 
.. of the United States and the Netherlands in relation 
re(usal of diplomatic agents of the latter Government 
snear before courts of justice of the Unfted States, aird 
sestimony in criminal cases of facts bearing thereon 
ich they may be cognizant. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. FISH gave notice of his intention to ask 
-vetountroducea bill forthe removalof Diamond | 
‘ond Coentie’s reef, at Hell Gate, in the harbor | 

‘New York. 

“Mr. CLAY gave notice of his intention to ask | 
ve to introduce a bill to repeal the law granting | 
wties for catching codfish. 
Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to || 

ck jeave to introduce a bill to divide the State of 

jydiana into two judicial districts, and to provide | 
holding the district and circuit courts of the 

Tyited States therein. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, asked, and by unani- | 

is consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill | 

3, No. 485) for the relief of Martin Millett, of | 

jowa; Which was read twice by its title, and re- | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Frivay, January 2, 1857. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waxno. 


The Journal of Tuesday was read and approved. 
| EXPENDITURES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with law, a statement of the 
a ig ore applicable to the service of the 

ar Department during the fiscal year 1855-56, 
the amount drawn from the Treasury by requi- 
sitions during the same period, the balance on the 
Ist of July, 1856, and such appropriations as 
have been carried to the surplus fund; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, and | 


in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to amend an act entitled ** An act regulating the 
pay of deputy postmasters,’’ approved 22d June, 
1854; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to introduce a bill of which 
previous notice has been given. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I object, and call for | 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The business regularly in 
order is the call on the standing committees for 
i, with the accompanying papers, to the || reports on private cases. gil | 
Committee on Private Land Claims. \% Mr. GIDDINGS. This 1s objection day in 
|| the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


GEORGE W. TORRENCE,. || vate Calendar, and we may, if we try, dispose of 


\Ir. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to || a great many of the private bills. I therefore 
up a bill for the relief of a very afflicted || move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
ventieman, Who served most gallantly in the war || mittee of the Whole House. 
with Mexico, by the name of George W. Tor- || Mr. NORTON. Iask the unanimous consent | 
He is much deformed in consequence of || of the House for leave to introduce a bill pro- 
wounds he received, and is a very poor man. viding for the establishment of a mail route, and 
He lost his fortune and his position in the army || carrying a semi-weekly mail between the Mis- 
consequence of his wounds. The bill has || sissippi river and San Francisco, in the State of 
assed the House of Representatives, and would | California, of which previous notice has been 
nave been passed here at the last session, I be- | iven, for reference — 
ve, but for want of time, it being brought up || Mr. BARKSDALE.” 
it the last hour. ‘\| Mr. Gippines’s motion was then agreed to. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question | 
ison the motion of the Senator from Iowa to take , 
» the bill (H. R. No. 359) increasing the pen- The House accordingly resolved itself into 
sion of George W. Torrence. | Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Orr in the chair,) 
Mr. HALE. I hope that motion will not pre- || and resumed the consideration of the Private 
| 


Prayer 





aoa 





| 





THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


If we go on with the Private Calendar, let || Calendar. 
take it up regularly. It was understood that | 
were hot to go on with business until after || Calendar was commenced at the point where it 
tuis vacation was over. Ido not think it fair to || was left off on the last objection day, and such 
take up private bills in this way. | bills as there was no objection to, were, without 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I withdraw the mo- || debate, laid aside to be reported to the House. 
ns if = is ¥4 understanding of the Senate. | A bill (H. R. No. 323) for the relief of S. 
idid not Know that it was. | Knapp. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. | ‘The bill and report were read. 


Mr. SEWARD. I do not know that there | Mr. PHELPS. If this bill passes, there are 
vas any understanding about the time to which || divers other pension agents, who, being in a like 
he Senate should adjourn when it adjourns to- || position, ought also to be provided for; and be- 
day, but 1 suppose it was understood by the || lieving there ought to be a general law for that 
members who were absent that the Senate would || purpose, [ object. Iam for general, not special 
meet on Monday next. For the preven: of || legislation. 
scertaining the sense of the body, I submit a A bill (H. R. No. 405) for the relief of Com- | 
motion that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it || pander John L. Saunders. 
jjourn to meet on Monday next. | The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 

The motion was agreed to. || to pay to Commander John L. Saunders, out of 

REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

Mr. SEWARD. The understanding I have || Propriated, $250, in full compensation for enter- 
of the business of the Senate is, that when the || taining on board the ship St. Mary’s, Colonel 
Senate came to the conclusion to transact no busi- || John ©. Eldridge, whilst a bearer of dispatches 
ness during the holidays, it left the business | from Pensacola to Aransas, in September, 1845. 
where it was at that time to be resumed in the || The report having been read, the bill was laid 
order in which it stood. I suppose, therefore, aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
that the special order for next Monday will be || ™endation that it do pass. 
the revolutionary claims bill. The honorable A bill (H. R. No. 407) for the relief of. the 
‘halrman of the Committee on Revolutionary || heirs of Mary Jemison, deceased. 

Viaums is absent, and I desire to speak on that Mr. PHELPS. This is a bill to reimburse to 
sudject. I shall ask the Senate to take up that || an individual a.loss, sustained by the default of 
vill on that day at one o’clock. an Indian agent, of some private funds. I do 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. not believe that the Government ought to insure 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, the Senate pro- such matters, and therefore I object. 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; || A bill (H. R. No. 412) for the relief of William 
and after some time spent therein, the doors || Burdell, Samuel Medary, and William T. Mar- 
were reopened, and the Route adjourned. 














i} 


I object. 1} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


This being objection day, the reading of the || 


| disbanded. 


th 


deceased. [Objected to by Mr. Jowes, of Tenn- 
essee. } e 

A bill (H. R. No. 439) to authorize the Post- 
master General to execute a contract with Messrs. 
Garman, Wigle, and Benford, for carrying the 
mail from Cumberland, Maryland, to Greens- 
burg, Pennsylvania. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (C. C. No. 7) for the relief of Almanzon 
Huston. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuen.] 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 21) in the case 
of Cassius M. Clay. 

Mr. HAVEN. I think these adverse reports 
of the Court of Claims had better be laid aside to 
be reported to the House, with the recommenda- 
tion that the report of the court be confirmed. 

Mr. LETCHER. The House may reverse 
the report. 

Mr. HAVEN. Gentlemen need not be alarmed 
at the idea of the House reversing the report. 
There is no bill upon which to act. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I think it will be 
better for the report to remain where it is. I 
object. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 22) in the case 
of Susan Decatur. [Objected to by Mr. Cons, 
of Alabama. } 

A bill (C. C. No. 9) for the relief of Joseph 
White. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Joseph White $561 02, being for the 
amount of money by mistake omitted to be cred- 
ited to him, as Navy agent, in settling his accounts 
at the Treasury. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (H. R. No. 436) for the relief of James 
P. Fleming, of Augusta, Georgia. 

The report states that the case presents a claim 
for compensation in consideration of extra ser- 
vices rendered in transporting the mails. Itappears 
that the memorialist at the lettings in 1851 became 
the contractor, being the lowest bidder for carry- 
ing the mails on route No. 33313, between the 
city of Augusta, Georgia, and the Ninety-mile 
station on the Central railroad in that State, adis- 
tance of fifty-three miles, at the rate of sixteen 
hundred dollars per annum, and that extra ser- 
vice was imposed on and performed by the claim- 
ant. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 





If this bill ought 


| to pass at all, the money should be paid out of 


the Post Office fund. I move to amend so as to 
make the amount be paid out of any money to 
the credit of the Post Office Department not other- 
wise expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the [louse, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 


A bill (H. R. No. 438) for the relief of the heirs 
of Captain Thomas Gill. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay the full amount of five 
years’ commutation pay of a captain of cavalry 
in the army of the Revolution, to the legal repre- 
sentatives of Captain Thomas Gill, late of the 
army of the Revolution, (Sumter’s division.) 

From the report it appears that Captain 
Thomas Gill entered the service as a militia man 
in the Camden district, South Carolina, in De- 
cember, 1778, under Captain Philip Walker, and 
that he served in this capacity about three months, 
when he was discharged; and that in a few days 


_afterwards he volunteered under the said Cap- 


tain Walker, upon a call for volunteers, and 
marched to General Lincoln’s headquarters, on 
the Savannah river; and that under the command 
of Colonel Lawrence, a regular officer, he was 
marched to Gharleston early in the year 1779, 


| where he remained uwtil about August, 1779, 


when the company to which he belonged was 
That shortly afterwards he again 
enlisted under Captain Alexander Pagan, at Ran- 
som’s Mills, in North Carolina, and was attached 
to Colonel Sumter’s regiment, and marched to 
Rocky Mount, South Carolina; thence to Cam- 
den; and that in August, 1780, he was clected a 
lieutenant in said company. From thence they 


| were marched to Old Fields, where a_ battle 
tin, administrators of the estate of Edgar Gale, |! occurred between the forces of General Sumter 
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and the British forces, in which Captain Pagan 
was killed, and most of the company cut to 
pieces or taken prisoners. The remnant of that 
company, reinforced by other volunteers, shortly 
afterwards organized, and elected said Lieutenant 
Gill their captain, in which capacity he continued 
to serve in General Sumter’s division until the 
close of the war. That while in said service he 
was in the battles of Congaree, Byging Church, 
and at Engro’s Quarters, besides several skir- 
mishes with the enemy. 

Under the resolution of Congress he, as such 
officer, was entitled to the fall pay of such officer 
for five years, in lieu of the half pay for life, as 
the evidence from the Departments shows that no 
application was made by him during his lifetime, 
nor by his heirs since his death. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

An act (S. No. 205) for the relief of Peter 
Grover. 

The bill directs that there be paid to Peter Gro- 
ver, of the State of Maine, $800, being for inju- 
ries received while in the employment of the Uni- 
ted States in a dangerougservice, and for medical 
and other expenses incurred in consequence 
thereof. 

It appears that Mr. Grover was employed on 
the public work in the construction of the forti- 
fications in Portland harbor, in the State of Maine, 
under the charge and direction of Lieutenant Ste- 
veus, United States engineer; and, while he was 
engaged in blasting a rock, a sudden and unex- 
pected explosion occurred, by which he was se- 
riously and permanently injured. The injury 
was received in July, 1846, and four physicians 
of the town of his residence certify, in Decem- 
ber, 1849, that he was still three fourths disabled 
from labor by the effect of the injuries received 
at Fort Scammel. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Flouse, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (C,. C. No. 12) for the relief of Moses 
Noble. [{Objected to by Mr. Jones, of Tennes- 
see. | 

A bill (H.R. No. 440) for the relief of the 
sureties of Daniel Winslow. 

The bill provides that Daniel Winslow and 
James N. Winslow, and their legal representa- 
tives, and the real and personal property of each, 
be released and relieved from all judgments, and 
from all liens and incumbrances of said judg- 
ments, in favor of the United States, obtained 
against them in any district court of the United 
States as security for Daniel Winslow; provided, 
the costs of said suits be first paid by the said 
Winslows. 

The report shows, that on the 29th of Septem- 
ber, 1846, Daniel Winslow, as principal and the 
only party in interest, and David Winslow and 
James N. Winslow as sureties, entered into con- 
tract with the Chief of the Bureau of Provisions 
and Clothing to deliver at the navy-yard in 
Charlestown, Massachusetts, one thousand eight 
hundred barrels of navy beef, between the Ist of 
January and the 15th of June, 1847, at the price 
of $7 87} per barrel. 

It appears that the regular business of Daniel 
Winslow, and of his father, had been that of 
packing beef for forty years, and that upon an 
average price of navy beef for twenty-five years 
next preceding the year 1846, this contract would, 
upon that basis, have afforded a moderate profit 
only. That the said Daniel Winsiow entered 
into this contract as a part of his reguiar busi- 
ness, and notona speculation. That he had a 
competent knowledge and acquaintance with the 
business, and, as far as appears, managed it with 
ordinary prudence and discretion. 

In November, 1845, the year preceding the con- 
tract, Winslow was able to pack beef at $7 per 
barrel; but soon after the execution of this con- 
tract, in the fall of 1846, paices began to rise, and 
in October of that year beef was worth $8 to $8 25 


P r barrel; in December, from $11 to $12 per | 
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| It further appears that Mr. Winslow, with the 
view of fulfilling his contract, whatever might be 


the consequences to himself, continued to pur- | 


chase all the cattle he could obtain, until the 
actual cost of the beef reached $12 per barrel, 
making a loss to the contractor of $4 12} upon 
each barrel, or about thirty-three per cent. He 
had not the capital required to enable him to 
overcome these difficulties; and after having fur- 
nished about three hundred and fifty barrels, he 
failed, and became hopelessly insolvent. In fur- 
nishing the residue of the beef embraced in the 
contract, the United States paid $8,061 75 more 
than the contract price—having paid from $12 94 
to $14 50 per barrel—and for that sum, with 
costs and interest, judgments have been rendered, 
| by consent of parties, to satisfy which the entire 
property of the aged father of the contractor, 
consisting of a small homestead farm, has been 
set off to the United States. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (H. R. No. 441) for the relief of Joseph 
C.G. Kennedy. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee. } ; 


A bill (H.R. No. 446) fer the relief of Thomas 
B. Steele, passed assistant surgeon of the Navy 
of the United States. 

The bill provides that there be paid to Thomas 
B. Stecle, passed assistant surgeon of the Navy 
of the United States, $717 66, being the difference 
of compensation to an assistant surgeon and a 
passed assistant surgeon, from the 24th of April, 
1852, to the 21st of April, 1855. 

The petitioner was commissioned as assistant 
surgeon in March, 1847. In March, 1847, b 
went to sea on duty in the home squadron, and 
remained at sea until December, 1849. In Sep- 

tember, 1850, he was ordered to join the Sara- 
toga, under orders for the China seas, and served 
in the East India and the Japan squadron until 
1854. 
sy the act of 1820, approved a 24 of that 
year, an assistant surgeon who has been in ser- 
vice four years, and has seen two years’ service, 
is entitled to be examined, and if found qualified, 
to be passed for promotion with increased pay. 
Those officers of the petitioner’s date who were 
in the United States were examined and passed 
in the spring of 1852; but the petitioner then 
being in service on distant seas by order of the 
Department, could not be examined until April, 
1855, at which time he was passed; and his war- 
rant, therefore, bears date in the spring of 1852. 


In consequence thereof, the Department decided | 


that the petitioner could only be paid as an 
assistant surgeon from the time at which he was 
examined. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

A bill (H. R. No. 447) for the relief of Joseph 
C.G. Kennedy. [Objected to by Mr. Hovsron.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 452) for the relief of Solo- 
mon Hopkins. [Objected to by Mr. Letcuer.] 

An act (S. No. 261) granting bounty land to 
Jared L. Elhott. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall cause a warrant to be granted and issued 
to Jared L. Elliott, late chaplain in the Army, for 


one hundred and sixty acres of land, as bounty, || 
/upon the production of such proofs of identity || 


and term of service as may be required by law. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
A bill (H.R. No, 453) for the relief of Francis 
Wlodecki. [Objected to by Mr. McMuturn.]} 
A bill CH. R. No. 454) for the relief of Mark 
| Bean and Richard H. Bean, of Arkansas. 
Mr. LETCHER. I object. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I! appeal to the gentle- 
man from Virginia not to object to this case. It 


is one of the most meritorious cases on the Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. LETCHER. As Lunderstand the matter, 


arrel; and in January and February, 1847, it |, this man went and located upon the land without 


went up to $13 50,and soon after to $14 and $15 
per barrel. tis stated, that this rapid and un- 
usual advancement of prices was induced by the 
progress of the Mexican war, and the occurrence 


a particle of title, and now, when the Govern- 
ment has disposed of its lands, he comes forward 
and asks us ae y damages. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That is not a correct 


of the famine in Ireland, which produced an ex- || statement of the case. 


visions for exportation. 


1} If discussion can be per- 
traordinary and unlooked-for demand for pro- 


| mitted, { will show another side to the mat- 


‘| ter 


|, of the bill eee for the payment of j 














| ment to carry the suit against them. 
| time McClure reimbursed his sureties the amount 
| 





GLOBE. 








| The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not 
| The bill is objected to, and goes over, 

A bill (H. R. No. 455) for the relief of Nan. 
D. Halker, widow and administratrix of Jo)’ 
HIolker, deceased. [Objected to by Mr, Me. 
Mc tuy.} * 

A bill (H.R. No. 456) for the relief of the 
heirs of Alexander Stevenson, a soldier of the 


revolutionary war. 
Mr. LETCHER moved to strike out s 


: as 
I order, 


0 much 


u > 
ment was not agreed to. — 
Mr. LETGHER then objected; and the bill 


was passed on the Calendar. 


| Joint resolution (H. R. No, 22) for the relies 
_of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and 
_HughStewart. [Objected to by Mr. McMoxuy } 


| A bill (H. R. No. 437) to confirm the title of 
| Ethan Ray Clark and Samuel Ward Clark to 
| certain lands claimed under a grant from the 
| Spanish Government. [Objected to by Mr. Uy. 
| DERWOOD. 
Mr. AKERS moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


| A bill (H.R. No. 458) for the relief of Roswel 
| Minard, father of Theodore Minard, deceased. 
| [Objected to by Mr. Nicuots.} 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) for the relief of Johp 
| C. McConnell. 

The bill directs that $993 42 be paid to John 
C. McConnell, the same being for fresh beef fur. 
| nished by him to General Quitman’s brigade of 
| volunteers in the Mexican war in April, 1847, 
| It appears from the report, that in April, 1847, 
during the war with Mexico, while the volunteer 
| brigade, under command of Brigadier General 
Quitman; was on its march from Vera Cruz to 
| Jalapa, there being no beef contractor with the 
| troops, the petitioner, John C. McConnell, agreed 
| with General Quitman to supply the brigade tem- 
| porarily with fresh beef, at six cents per pound, 
That said McConnell did accordingly supply the 
troops of said brigade with beef, purchased b 
| him from the Mexican inhabitants, from the l0t 
to the 22d of April, in such quantities as were 
required, amounting in all to sixteen thousand 
five hundred and fifty-seven pounds, for which, 
at the prices stipulated, he was entitled to receive 
| the sum of $993 42, no partof which has been 

aid to the said McConnell by the United States. 

t appears further, from the certificate of General 
Quitman, that the fresh beef thus furnished by 
the said McConnell was necessary for the sub- 
sistence of the troops, in quantity within the 
regulations of the service, and actually issued to 
the troops. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (H. R. No. 460) to reimburse the estate 
“ Joseph McClure, a paymaster in the war of 
1812. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
wd to David McClure, administrator of Joseph 
cClure, a regimental paymaster in Colonel 
| Warren’s regiment of New York militia in the 
war of 1812, $551 36, the same being the amount 
of a judgment paid by McClure to the United 
States for moneys paid out by him, for which 
the vouchers were burned, but which was paid 
by him to his regiment. . 
It appears from the evidence that Joseph 
| McClure, as the paymaster of the said regiment, 
received money to pay off his regiment; that he 
did pay the regiment, but that the vouchers for 
| such payment were destroyed by fire at Buffalo; 
_ thatthe Governmentbrought suit against McClure 


| The amen 





he could show no vouchers, on account of their 
having been destroyed, and recovered the same; 
that one of his sureties was cognizant of the fact 


| 

t 

| ° ° : 

| and his sureties for the sum of money for which 
} 

} 


that the money was paid to the regiment, but 
being a party defendant to the suit his evidence 


was not admissible, which enabled the Govern- 
Since that 


recovered against them, and his administrator 
now petitions to Congress to allow the estate the 
sum of the judgment paid, amounting to $551 30. 

The bill was laid aside to be rapsete’ to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill (H. R. No. 461) authorizing the p@y- 


ment of the Government’s share of the expenses 
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~ ding the improvement of Sixth street, along 
wenn er Port Porter, in Buffalo, New York. 
(Objected to by Mr. Reapy.] 

An act (S. No, 224) for the relief of A.S. 
Dente al directs the Secretary of War to pay 
to A. S. Bender $1,281 92, in full consideration 
of his services as superintendent of the United 
Siates lead mines of the Upper Mississippi, from 
August 2, 1844, to October 16, 1847, it being the 
difference between his pay as such superintend- 
ent, to Which he 1s entitled, and the pay of acting 
superintendent, which he received for the same 

riod. 
it appears that in 1843, while General Walter 
Cunningham was superintending the United 
States lead mines of Illinois, Wisconsin, and 
lowa, (with ene | of $1,200 per annum,) it 
became necessary that he should be sent to ex- 
amine the copper region of Lake Superior, when, 
by special order of the Secretary of War, the 
petiuoner was sent out to relieve General Cun- 
ningham temporarily at the lead mines, at a salary 
of $300 per annum, : 

In 1844 General Cunningham was permanently 
assigned to the agency of the copper mines, and 
consequently did’ not return to his former post; 
so that all the duties of the special agency of the 
lead mines, originally assigned to General Cun- 
ningham, devolved upon the petitioner, A. 8. 
Bender, which he continued to perform from May 
11, 1843, to October 16, 1847, and for which he 
was paid at the rate of $800 per annum. , 

The petitioner prays to be allowed the differ- 
ence in salary, ($400 per annum,) not from the 
time of his taking charge of the works, but from 
the date of Generat Cunningham’s permanent 
transfer to the copper mines, viz: from August 
9,1844, to October 16, 1847—three years, two 


months, and fourteen days — amounting to | 


$1,281 92. soins 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


A bill for the relief of John A. Sims, surviving 
partner of L. Sims & Brother. 

Mr. STANTON. Lobject. It seems to me 
that this case involves a legal question, which 
had better be decided by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. QUITMAN, If the gentleman will hear 


a simple explanfition, I think that he will be sat- || 


isfied that the bill ought to pass. 
very thoroughly examined by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and they were unanimously of 
the opinion that the claimant had a legal claim 
against the United States. The failure of Con- 
gress to grant the relief asked for will impose 
great hardships upon these worthy contractors. 
Itrust the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that we are 
not prepared to decide upon the legal question 
involved; but I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
rise. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


A bull (H. R. No. 463) for the relief of Jesse | 


Morrison, of Illinois. 


The bill directs that there be paid to Jesse ] 


THE CONGRESSION 


I move that the committee | 





; 


| his traveling expenses home. 


| was not disputed, it was alleged that no law then 
| existed to authorize the payment thereof. 
| Mr. LETCHER. What are the items of the 
| account? 

|| The Clerk read as follows: 


i ** For the geeupancy of his storehouse at Mineral Point, 

for the storing of public stores during the late Indian war, 
possession taken by order of John Moore, captain com- 
manding the fort, $500.” 


| 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to inquire of 
| the gentleman who reported this bill how a 
private storehouse came inside of a United States 
| fort: 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
|| tleman wiil permit me a word in reply to his 
|| inquiry directed to the gentleman who reported 
|| the bill, the transaction took place im my sec- 


AL GLOBE. 
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and damage; but, while the justice of the claim | 


If the gen- | 


tion of the country, and I am familiar with the | 


facts of the case. 


That portion of the village of | 
|| Mineral Point in which was situated the store of | 
| the party claiming rent and damages here, was 


turned into a fort, and the claimant’s store was | 


| taken by the military authority, his goods re- 


| moved, and the store occupied by the troops. | 


|| From that time to this he has never been able to 


obtain anything from the Government for the 
| rent of his building, or the damage occasioned by 
dispossessing him of his property. 
will be no objection to the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


|| House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


|| A bill CH. R. No. 464) for the relief of Anne E. 
| Bronaugh, widow of the late John W. Bronaugh. | 


+ to by Mr. Rurrin.] 
_Mr. DAVIDSON moved that the committee 
| rise. 
| ‘The motion was not agreed to—ayes 35, noes 
94. 
A bill (H. R. No. 465) for the relief of Antoine 
_ Robideau. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Antoine Robideau $870, in full for his 
traveling expenses from California, after having 
been wounded at the battle of San Pasqual. 


| by General Kearny, in 1846, to proceed with his 
| command as an interpreter; that he attached him 


Robideau marched with the army to Sante Fé, in 
| New Mexico, and thence to California, where, 
|at a place called San Pasqual, on the 6th of 

December, 1846, a battle ensued with the Mexi- 
| cans, in which Robideau was wounded with a 
| lance in the spine, which produced blindness, 
| under which unfortunate affliction he is now suf- 

fering. Being, on account of this wound, unable 
| to return with the army from’ California, he was 
| discharged there without any allowance to pay 
On account of his 


|| disability, he was obliged to remain in California 


| 
| 
| 


Morrison, of Illinois, $500, the same being in full | 


for damage in being dispossessed of his store- 


house at Fort Jackson, Michigan Territory, for | 


use of the United States military force, and for 


rent of the storehouse by the Government, during 
the Black Hawk war. 


It appears that during the Black Hawk war 


Mr. Morrison was a merchant at Mineral Point, || 


then in Michigan Territory, and now in the State 


of Wisconsin, where he had a large stock of mer- || 


chandise. It became necessary for the aceom- 
modation of the army to occupy his storehouse 
building for public purposes, and a requisition 
was made in due form by the proper o 
the delivery up of the building for the public use. 
Mr. Morrison, therefore, was obliged to break up 
and move his store of goods, and give up his 
Storehouse for the use of the United States mil- 
ary force then stationed there. 
Mr. Morrison in breaking up his business and 
the rent of his storehouse amounted to the sum 
claimed, five hundred dollars. After the close of 
the war, Mr. Morrison made application to the 
Secretary of War to be reimbursed for his loss 


cer for | 


The damage to | 


some three months before he could get a passage 
home, being unable to travel by land. Finally, 
by a slow and tedious journey, via Peru, Jamaica, 
and other places, he was enabled to reach New 
Orleans. 

It is for a remuneration by Congress of his 
traveling expenses that the memorialist now peti- 
tions Congress. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

An act (S. No. 161) for the relief of Joshua 
Shaw, of Bordentown, New Jersey. [Objected 

_to by Mr. Quirman.] 


|| Kendall. 


The bill directs the accounting officers of the 


to his staff, and promised to send to Washington | 
and obtain a commission for him, which, if ever 
The case was || Sent for, was never received by the memorialist. 


I trust there | 


‘The report states that Robideau was employed |! 


A bill (H. R. No. 466) for the relief of William 


|| Treasury to settle the account of William Ken- 


|| dall, sutler at Fort Columbus, for all articles fur- | 


| nished by him to soldiers there recruited or sta- 
tioned during the late Mexican war, and in all 

|| cases where the several amounts claimed were reg- 
ularly entered on the original muster or descriptive 
rolls which accompanied the detachments from 
the fort, and were thus charged against the respect- 
ive soldiers, but were not transferred to the com- 
pany rolls, nor retained out of the soldiers’ pay, 

and allowed to the said Kendall, to allow and pay 

|, to him the said amounts. 

The memorialist, it appears, was the regularly 
appointed sutler to the army at Fort Columbus, 
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in the harbor of New York, during the late Mex- 
ican war. That.port was one of the general 
recruiting depots, where thousands of recruits 
remained only for a few days to receive primary 
instruction, and were then ordered to the seat of 
war. 

The memorialist in his petition alleges that, 
under the order of the Secretary of War, he fur- 
nished such articles as were preseribed by a board 
of officers, at a tariff of prices fixed by them, to 
a large number of newly-enlisted soldiers; and 
upon the departure of each detachment for the 
seat of war, he furnished the amount of his claims 
against the several soldiers to the commanding 
officer of the post, who caused the same to be 
duly entered on the muster or descriptive roll, 
signed by himself, of which a copy is on record 
in the office of the Adjutant General. 

He further states, that upon application at the 
offices of the Adjutant General and the Second 
Auditor, it was ascertained that a large amount 
of these claims had never been transferred by the 
several Army officers from the original list or roll 
to the cofhpany rolls. In consequence of this 
omission, the claims never became known to the 
several paymasters. All such soldier# as owed 
these amounts to the sutler were paid in full, with- 
out the deduction required by law; and the me- 
morialist thereby lost claims to the amount of 
about $2,500. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Orr reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had, according 
to order, had the Private Calendar under con- 
sideration, and had directed him to report to the 
House bills of the following titles, without 
amendment, and with the recommendation that 
they do pass: 

A bill (TH. R. No. 405) for the relief of Com- 
mander John L. Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. No. 438) for the relief of the 
heirs of Captain Thomas Gill; 

A bill (C. C. No. 9) for the relief of Joseph 
White; 

An act (S. No. 205) for the relief of Peter 
Grover; 

A bill (H. R. No. 440) for the relief of the 
suretics of Daniel Winslow; 

A bill CH. R. No. 446) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Steele, passed assistant surgeon of the Navy 
of the United States; 

An act (8S. No. 261) granting bounty land to 
Jared L. Elliott; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 459) for the relief of John 
C. McConnell; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 460) to reimburse the estate 
of Joseph McClure, a paymaster in the war of 
1812; 

An act (S. No. 224) for the relief of A. S. 
Bender; 

A bill (H.R. No. 463) for the relief of Jesse 
Morrison, of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 466) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Kendall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 429) to authorize the Post- 
master General to execute a contract with Messrs. 
Garman, Wigle, and Benford, for carrying the 
mail from Cumberland, Maryland, to Greens- 
burg, Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 465) for the relief of An- 
toine Robideau. 

And had also directed him to report to the 
House a bill for the relief of James P. Fleming, 
of Augusta, Georgia, with an amendment, and 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bills severally received their third reading, 
and were passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the 
votes by which the bills were passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

A bill (H. R. No. 436) for the relief of Jamee 
P. Fleming, of Augusta, Georgia, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole, with the following 
amendment: 


After the words “ out of the Treasury,” insert : *‘to the 
|| credit of the Post Office Department.” 
i} 
} 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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“The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- || provement of the Ohio river; which were referred | A bill (H. R. No. 436) for the relief of Jan 


grossed and read a third tinfe; and being en- 


grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
' 


and passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to get unan- 
imous consent to introduce a bill in which my 
constituents have no interest, and which is for 
the public eood. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that when 
the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 


l object. 


Mr. SHERMAN demanded the yeas and nays. | 


‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 80, noes 47. 

And then, on motion of Mr. THORINGTON, 
the House (at three o’clock and fifteen minutes, 
p.m. ) ad journe d. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 5, 1857. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Stregaen P. Hiwt. 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. MASON. 


i nave 


I will state to the Senate that 
received a letter from the President pro 


tempore of the Senate, asking me to discharge the | 


duties of the chair for this day; which | will 
lay be fore the Senate. 
‘The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
WasHincton, January 3, 1857. 
Expecting to be absent on Monday next, the Sth 
instant, | request that you wall officiate in the chair of the 
Senate on that day. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JESSE D. BRIGHT, 
President of the Senate, pro tempore. 


PUR: 


‘To the Hon. James M. Mason, United States Senator. 


Mr. MASON. If there be no objection, I will 
comply with the request of the President of the 
menate, 

There was no objection; and Mr. Mason 
accordingly took the chair, and called the Senate 
to order. 

Mr, CASS, at a later hour of the day, rose and 
said: [| understand that the President 
a 
liis powers of substitution to the chair beyond 
one day is dou ted; I therefore rise to give notice 
that on the opening of the Senate to-morrow, I 
shall move that the body proceed to the election 
of a President pro lempore. 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


- 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of a meet- 


ing of citizens of the city and county of New- | 


port, Rhode Island, praying that pensions for 


life may be granted to the surviving officers, sol- | 
diers, and seamen of the war of 1812, and to the | 


widows of those deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a memo- 
rial of citizens of Tennessee praying that the 


same pensions may be granted to the officers and | 


soldiers of the war of 1812 that had been allowed 


to the officers and soldiers of the Revolution; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of citizens 
of lowa and other States, praying for the enact- 
ment of a law granting relief to the heirs of rev- 
olutionary soldiers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- | 


ture of Lowa, in favor of additional mail facilities 


between Wapello and Mount Pleasant, and be- | 


tween Fort Des Moines and Mount Ayr, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented a 
ship-owners, and others, citizens of Michigan, 


praying for an appropriation for the erection of | 


a light-house at the south end of the channel 


between Georgian Bay and Lake Huron; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented additional papers | 


in relation to the claim of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Maddin, deceased; which were re- 


ferred tothe Committee on Private Land Claims. | 
Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the petition | 


of Sterritt Ramsey, a purser in the Navy, pray- 
ing to be allowed the difference between leave-of- 
absence pay and full pay to which he was entitled 
while on duty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Ignatius Lucas 
and others, watchmen in the Navy Department, 
praying for compensation for extra services; 


which, with their petition on the files of the | 


|| Senate, was referred to the Committee on Naval 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the | 


Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in obedience to law, a statement show- 
ing the disbursements on account of the contin- 
gentexpenses of the military establishment during 
year 1856; which was, on motion of Mr. 
Weuxter, ordered to he on the table and be 
yrinted, 
Ite also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 


to law, a statement of the expenses of the national | 


armories, and of the arms and og my made 
thereat during the year ending June 30, 1856; 


which was, on motion of Mr. Weer, ordered 


to lic on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of the 
Alexandria, Loudoun and Hampshire Railroad 


Company, of Virginia, praying for a grant of | 


pubhe land to aid in the construction of their 
railroad; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


Mr. WILSON presented the petition of. Ed- 


ward Greenman, praying for remuneration for | 
. - . * j 

sufferings and privations endured by him during 

his impressment into the British naval service in | 


the war of 1812; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER presented resolutions of the 
Pittsburg Board of Trade, in relation to the im- 


of the |! 


Senate pro tempore will be absent for some days. | 


| Affairs. < 
Mr. DOUGLAS presented the petition of Jeffry 


|| T. Adams, praying for ee for services 
nited States court in |) 
the Territory of Minnesota; which was referred | 


as one of the clerks of the 


| to the Committee*on Territories. 


He also presented a petition of residents of | 


Fulton and McDonough counties, Illinois, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a mail route from 
Vermont to Macomb in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received.from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cunztom, their Clerk, 
/annourcing that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which the concurrence of the 


| Senate was requested: 


A bill (H. R. No. 405) for the relief of Com- 
mander John L. Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. No. 438) for the relief of the 
heirs of Captain Thomas Gill; 

A bill (C. C. No. 9) for the relief of Joseph 
White; 

A bill (H. R. No. 440) for the relief of the 
sureties of Daniel Winslow; 

A bill (H. R. No. 446) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Steele, passed assistant surgeon of the Navy 
of the United States; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) for the relief of John 
C. McConnell; 

A bill CH. R. No. 460) to reimburse the estate 
of Joseph McClure, a paymaster in the war of 
1812; 

A bill CH. R. No. 463) for the reliof of Jesse 
Morrison, of Hlinois; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 466) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Kendall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 429) to authorize the Post- 
master General to execute a contract with Messrs. 
Garman, Wigle, and Benford, for carrying the 
mail from Cumberland, Maryland, to Greens- 
burg, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 465) for the relief of Antoine 


Robideau; and 


yetition of mariners, | 


=n 
| P. Fleming, of Augusta, Georgia, James 


|| The message also announced that the 
| had passed the following Senate bills: 

An act (No. 205) for the relief of Petey Gro. 
ver; 

An act (No. 261) 
Jared L. Elliott; and 
| ; An act (No. 224) for the relief of A. S. Bey. 
|| der. 


House 


granting bounty land t 


BILLS BECOME LAWS, 


A message from the President of the Unite 
| States, by Mr. Wesster, his Secretary, an. 
|; nounced that he had approved and signed the 
following bills and joint resolution: 
An act for the relief of James Harrington; 
An act providing for the compulsory prepay. 
| ment of postage on all transient printed matter; 
/ and 
|| A joint resolution giving further time to the 
creditors of Texas to present their claims, ang 
for other purposes. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WELLER. The Committee on Foreign 


Relations ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Michael Muss, 
praying for indemnification for losses sustained 
by imprisonment in Mexico, on the ground that, 
huwever just the demand may be against the 
| Mexican Government, it constitutes no demand 
against this Government. For the purpose of 
having the claim placed on the files of the State 
Department, I move that the petitioner have leave 
to withdraw his petition and papers. 

The committee were discharged, and leaye 
was granted to withdraw the petition and papers, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 

| Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
George W. Pittman, submitted an adverse report; 
| which was ordered to be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
|| was referred the bill (H. R. No. 370) for the relief 
of Mary Ann Clark, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Minerva Catlett, sub- 
| mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
448) for the relief of Mrs. Minerva Catlett, widow 
of Dr. Hanson Catlett, surgeon in the United 
States Army. The bill was read a first and second 
time, and the report ordered to be printed. 


| BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous ‘Consent, asked 
| and obtained leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 487 
to provide for the transportation of the United 
| States mails upon railroads; which was read the 

first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of na 
sentatives were severally read twice by their 
| titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 405) for the relief of Commander 
| John L. Saunders—to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 

| A bill (No. 438) for the relief of the heirs of 
| Captain Thomas Gill—to the Committee on Rev- 
| olutionary Claims. . 

| A bill (C. C. No. 9) for the relief of Joseph 
| White—to the Committee on Claims. 

| A bill (No. 440) for the relief of the sureties of 
| Daniel Winslow—to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (No. 446) for the relief of Thomas B. 
| Steele, passed assistant surgeon of the Navy of 
|| the United States—to the Committee on Naval 
|| Affairs. 

A bill (No. 459) for the relief of John C. 
ae the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs. 
| A bill (No: 460) to reimburse the estate of 
| Joseph McClure, a paymaster in the war of 1812 
_—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| _A bill (No. 463) for the relief of Jesse Mor- 
_rison, of Iilinois—to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

A bill (No. 466) for the relief of William Ken- 
dall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (No. 429) to authorize the Postmaster 
General to execute a contract with Messrs. Gar- 
| man, Wigle, and Benford, for carrying the mail 
' from Cumberland, Maryland, to Greensburg, 
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Pe nnsy!vania—to the Committee on the Post | 
Ofice and Post Roads. ' 
4 bill (No. 465) for the relief of Antoine Rob- | 
-au--to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
4 bill (No. 436) for the relief of James P. | 
Fleming, of Augusta, Georgia—to the Committee || 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. } 


JUDICIAL POWERS OF CONSULS. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- | 
ution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
gent, and agreed to: E 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
ystructed to inquire into the expediency of extending so 
pach of the act entitled * An act to carry into effect certain 
mr visions in the treaties between the United States and 





ee ottoman Porte giving certain judicial powers to min- | 
isters and consuls of the United States in those countries,”’ | 
approved August 11, 1848, as confers judicial power upon | 
consuls over Various islands in the Pacific ocean. 


ST. CLAIR FLATS. 
| 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; | 
which was considered by unanimous consent, | 
and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War lay before the Sen- 
ate any additional information that has been received about 
the St. Clair Flats, and a copy of the chart of said flats, 
and to state the amount of any additional appropriation, if 
any, that may be required for said work. 


IOWA CONTESTED ELECTION. | 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish tomake a report ona 
privileged question, and I call the attention of the | 
Senator from Iowa to it. The credentials of the 
sitting member from Iowa [Mr. Haran] were | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary some | 
timeago. We have had several meetings, and || 
given the subject very careful consideration. The 
committee have not agreed unanimously, but a 
majority of them have instructed me to submit 
a statement of facts, which is very long. The | 
report concludes as follows: 

“The foregoing statement of facts and recital of clauses 
of laws and constitutions present all the questions included 


in the controversy growing out of the contested election 
under consideration. | 


“From the views which a majority of the committee 
have taken of these questions, they have come to the con- | 
clusion that the sitting member, Mr. Harwan, has not 
been duly elected a Senator of the United States by the 
Legislature of Iowa: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That the seat of the aforesaid gentleman be | 
declared vacant.”’ 

ask that the report be received and printed, 
and such a day assigned for its consideration as | 
the gentleman from lowa may designate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This decision of the commit- | 
tee was arrived at this morning; and I hope, if the 
report is to be printed, that the minority of the 
committee will be allowed to file their reasons for 
dissent, and have them printed also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
understood, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire that the subject shall 
he disposed of at as early a day as will suit the | 
convenience of the Senate. I therefore suggest | 
to-morrow at one o’clock. : | 

Mr. STUART. I suggest to the Senator that 
the documents can hardly be printed by that | 
time. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is & long report. 

Mr. STUART. I will suggest that this is a | 
privileged question, and can be called up at any | 
ume, and will take precedence of special orders | 
or anything else, whenever a motion is made to | 
call it up. 
_ Mr. HARLAN. [have no objection to allow- | 
ing it to be passed over iatoomelly, with the un- | 
derstanding that it can be called up at any time | 


after the report shall have been printed. [** Cer- | 
tainly.’”] 








Mr. FESSENDEN. I am instructed by the 
ommittee on Claims to report brclgto the Senate 
& bill of the House of Representatives for the | 
relief of Mary Reeside, accompanied by a report, | 
and to ask for its immediate consideration. I 
Will state that it is founded ona clatm, which has | 
been allowed by the Court of Claims, which has | 

en unanimously reported upon favorably by the | 
committee of the House of Representatives, and | 
passed the House, and of which the committee | 
of the Senate recommend the passage at the pres- | 
entume. ol ask for its consideration now, because 

Presume there will be no objection to it. 


MARY REESIDE. | 
| 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 





I 





By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 


LOBE. 


mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | 


bill (C. C. No. 13) for the relief of Mary Reeside. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Mary Reeside, exetutrix of the will of James 


Reeside, the sum of $188,496 06, with interest | 
from the 6th of December 1841, being in full for | 


the amount due on a verdict and judgment ren- 
dered by the circuit court of the United States 


| for the eastern districtof Pennsylvania, in a suit 


in which the United States were plaintiffs, and 
James Reeside defendant. 
Mr. HUNTER. Isthere any report upon that 
bill? If there is, I should like to hear it read. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a report from 
the committee of the House of Representatives, 


and also a very voluminous report from the com- | 


mittee of the Senate. 


I will state to the Senator |! 


the exact position of the matter, as I have myself | 


examined the question very carefully. 
This claim is founded upon a certificate which 
I consider to be a verdict of a jury, found some 
ears ago in a suit brought against Mr. Reeside 
c the Government of the United States, arising 
out of certain 


mail 


contracts. The suit was 


brought with a view to adjust the accounts be- | 
| tween the United States and Mr. Reeside, the 
| then Postmaster General claiming on behalf of | 


the United States a balance due: There was a 
long trial, a very minute, particular, and fair ex- 
amination by a jury, whose integrity and capa- 
city were unquestioned, before two judges of the 
United States, one of the supreme court and one 
of the district court in Pennsylvania, of high 
character. 
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| with the majority instead of the minority of the 
_court. I found some difficulty in working out 
the legal problem in my own mind, and passed it 
over, therefore, with a view to look at the case 
upon other grounds; and I came to the conclu- 
sion without any difficulty, as did the committee 
of which | am a member, that whatever might be 
the true aspect of that question, Mrs. Reeside 
presented herself with peculiar merits. A suit 
| commenced against her husband—the suit, on a 
full examination for days and weeks, resulting in 
a decision honorable to the defendant, and, on 
/eXamination of all the accounts, a verdict and 
judgment given in his favor, as far as they could 
give it, by twelve men, and approved by the 
court. The money had been withheld fora long 
period of years, and the result had been pecu- 
miary ruin. The claim had gone to another court 
established by the Government of the United 
| States itself to try claims against it. ‘That court 
had decided in its favor, and that the money ought 
| to be paid. It had then gone to the House of 
Representatives, and the committee of the House 


|| decided in its favor, and the House had confirmed 


| 


| thatdecision. On these grounds our committee are 
convinced that, to withhold this money longer, 
to withstand the payment, to embarrass this party 
| In any way in receiving the money which thus 
| belongs to her, and has been given her by two 
| jurisdictions established and selected by her and 
| her husband’s adversaries, would be a case of 
| gross injustice and oppression. 
| We have only to look at it for a single instant 
| as we should look at it, as a question between 


It resulted in a certificate, under the || man and man, and no person would hesitate for 


statutes of Pennsylvania, by the jury, which was || a moment in saying that it would be wicked to 


made part of the record, and 
balance due to Mr. Reeside. 


From that time he || embarrass it by any 


roves a certain || withhold the payment of this money longer, or 


| - 
of those forms of proceed- 


: ° . . ° } s : . ° 
has been endeavoring during his life, and his ex- || ing by which questions of this kind can be em- 


ecutrix since his death, to recover that balance. || barrassed if any persons choose to do so. 
'| It has not been paid. 


Her petition was brought before Congress with 


of Claims 
and a majority of the court decided, after full 
examination, in an opinion which is printed, 
and to be found in the papers, that the certificate, 
although not in the shape of a judgment which 
could be enforced against the United States, for 
the reason that process could not run against the 
United States, was a verdict, and should have 
all the force and effect of a verdict, as in a case 
between man and man; and there is no reason, 
that I can understand, why it should not be so 


considered; because the trial was full and careful | 


and minute, was fair in every particular, and the 


decision approved itself to the judgment of the | 


judges who tried the cause; the only doubt being 
whether the jury might not well have found a 
larger balance due to Mr. Reeside. The result 
of withholding the money was, that Mr. Reeside 
was ruined in his pecuniary affairs, and became 
a poor man, and his family became and have 
continued impoverished. 

It has rested until this time. The Court of 
Claims, on full argument and examination, de- 


cided that that verdict should be considered con- || 


clusive, and they made report accordingly to the 
House of Representatives, from which they re- 
ceived the papers. The committee of the House 
of Representatives examined it, and although 
they did not all concur in the principles laid down 
by the Court of Claims, yet the whole concurred 
in the conclusion that the claim was a just and 
honest one; that it would be grossly unfair and 
oppressive to reéxamine it at this distance of 
time, when witnesses were dead, and there was 
no possibility of having that fair examination 
which took place many years ago, when it was 
tried at the instance of the United States. ‘They 
concurred unanimously, as I understand, in re- 
porting in favor cf the claim, and it passed with 
very little, if any, opposition in the House of 
Representatives. 

It came here and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. It has been before our committee 
for some time. It was referred to us during the 
last session of Congress. Several of us have ex- 
amined it. I have myself examined it carefully. 
I will state that I am not entirely convinced, as a 
lawyer, of the correctness of the principle which 


was assumed by the majority of the Court of || execution, as 


The 


|| report which has been made in writing is a long 


|| way or the other. 


‘|| one, and it goes into an examination of these 
all the papers, and it was referred to the Court | 


That court examined it carefully, | 


matters specifically, of the judgments that have 
| been given, and the reasoning upon which those 
decisions are founded, of which I have stated 
briefly the substance and amount. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. President, that unless 
some gentleman here has so examined the case 
already that he thinks and believes there may be 
| ground of doubt in relation to the propriety and 
| Justice of the thing itself, we may be content 
with what has been decided by a jury, afterwards 


|| decided by a court, and has been since decided 


on by two committees, and by the House of 





Representatives. I see no reason why it should 
not be — upon at once. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Senator 


| from Maine has given usa great deal of authority 
'| which is very persuasive, I admit, and for which 
|| I feel a great respect; but he said himself, that it 
| was decided on a principle from which he would 
|| be disposed, as a lawyer, to dissent. 

| Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir, I did not say 
|| that. I said I was not entirely convinced of its 
| correctness, although the inclination of my mind 
was, that the decision was a correct one; but 
still the case itself was so strong on its facts, 
separate from that, and without it, that [I could 
see no occasion to settle the legal question one 
It is settled by the majority 
of the Court of Claims. 


|| Mr. HUNTER. It is a case involving a large 


| amount, and a principle which may be import- 


|| ant,and have an important application hereafter. 


I suggest to the Senator the propriety of laying 
it over until the day after to-morrow, so as to 
'| give those who wish an opportunity a chance 
|| to examine the report without wearying the 
| whole Senate with listening to the reading of the 
| document. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no objection to 
that, if it be made the special order, so that it 
| shall come up the day after ‘o-morrow. *® 
|| Mr. HUNTER. i am willing that it shall be 
|| made the special order for the day after to-mor- 
'| row, in order to give us time to look into the 


\| report. 
Mtr. ADAMS. To postpone the bill until the 


1 day after to-morrow, if I am correctly informed, 


|| will operate as a great hardship; for Mrs. Ree- 
} 


| side’s property is to be sold to-day under an 


am told, unless this bill passes. 


Claims in reference to the character of the certifi- || I investigated this question some years ago, and 
cate, and yet the inclination of my judgment is || from my original investigation I was not satisfied 
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of the correctness of the decision of the jury; | set aside the verdict at the time. The motion 


but we have created a court to investigate claims , 


against the Government. The circuit court of 
the United States, by a jury in that court, de- 
termined that this sum was due to Mr. Reeside 
in his lifetime; and then the Court of Claims, 
appointed by this Government, where the Gov- 
ernment had its representative, arrived at the 
same decision. Undersuch circumstances I can- 
not resist the claim. It seems to me palpable, 
that whatever might have been my original incli- 
pation, | must have been in error. 1 see no use 
in having a Court of Claims unless we pay some 
respect to its decisions. If there were any inti- 
mation that they had acted under a mistake, or 
that there had been any corruption or misrepre- 
sentation in the matter, I should be perfectly 
willing to agree to a reinvestigation; but when 
that court have had full opportunity to investi- 


correct conclusion than any deliberative body 
which does not hear the testimony on both sides. 
If Mrs. Reeside is entitled to this money, she 
eught to have it, and have it promptly. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, whether the Court of Claims 
investigated the merits of this claim independ- 
ently of that legal question which he has noticed? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Then I understand that, in 
this case, a jury, many years ago, decided in 
favor of the validity of the claim to the full extent 
of this bill. I understand that it has been re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims; and, without an 
examination of its merits, that court, in the dis- 
charge of its duty, has given an opinion in favor 
of it upon a point which I certainly doubt. It 
has been referred to the Committee of Claims in 
the House of Representatives; and, upon an ex- 
amination of its merits, independently of that 
verdict of the jury, they have reported this bill 
unanimously, and the House has passed it. It 
has been referred to the Committee on Claims 
of the Senate; and, as I am informed, thie com- 
mittee have not only examined the legal question 
in regard to the conclusive nature of the verdict 
of the jury on the Court of Claims, but have 
gone beyond that, and have inquired into the 
merits of this bill, independently of that question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish the honorable 
Senator to understand me. We have not exam- 


ined the original grounds of the claim. ‘That 


would be impossible. 

Mr. TOUCEY. If the committee have not 
done so, how have they arrived at a conclusion 
on the merits, except by coinciding with the 
judgment of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All that we have had an 
opportunity to examine, and necessarily all that 
we could examine, in the time allowed us, has 
been the mode of the trial, the facts connected 
with the trial, the result of the trial, the opinions 
of the judges, and the circumstances connected 
with the claim as tried, what appeared on the 
opinions given, and the statements made by the 
court and jurors in reference to it. As to the 
original claim, it is a matter of accounts running 
through a long series of years, and its thorough 
examination would require close application for 
a very considerable number of weeks. The jury, 
I think, were something like five or six weeks in 
coming to their conclusion, and going through 
the accounts. 

Mr. HUNTER. Was it a jury of the vicin- 
age? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir, I believe not. 
Tt was tried at Philadelphia. It would be utterly 
impossible at this period to examine the accounts, 
for the Senator from Connecticut will observe 
that this matter took place sixteen or seventeen 
years ago; many of the witnesses are now dead; 
many of the papers are necessarily scattered, and 
it would be absolutely impossible for Mrs. Ree- 
side, who is only the executrix, her husband 
being dead, (the only man who understood his 
own case, and all the matters connected with it, 
and the only person who could understan@ it,) to 
have an examination of the case at this day 
which would be a fair one for the claimant. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would inquire whether the 
circuit judge and the eer ey who presided 
in the circuit court on the trial, certified that they 
were satisfied with the verdict of the jury? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A motion was made to 


| was argued to the court, and Judge Baldwin gave 
the opinion of the court, in which Judge Hop- 
kinson concurred, which was substantially this: 
that the trial had been a long, laborious, impar- 
tial, and fair one, by an intelligent and honest 
jury; that they had come to a conclusion; that 
the court saw no reason to find fault with the 
conclusion; and there is an intimation, if I recol- 
‘lect aright, that the jury, on the evidence, might 
| well have found a larger balance than they did 


| find. Mr. Reeside claimed a much larger balance | 


than was found for him; and the judges saw no 

|, good ground to set aside the verdict, and ex- 

| pressed, in legal terms, their entire satisfaction 

| with it. The attorney for the Government filed 
a bill of exceptions, but abandoned it. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I was about to say the ques- 


tion is now between Mr. Reeside’s widow and | 
gate a case, they can certainly come to a more || 


the Government. He was conversant with all 
the facts, and in his lifetime there might have 
|| been a new trial. Now, I confess, after the ver- 
| dict of the jury, after the judgment of the Court 
‘| of Claims, after the decision of the Committee of 
| the House of Representatives, and of that body, 
| and after the unanimous decision and opinion of 
| the committee of this body in favor of this claim, 


as between the widow of the party to it who can | 
_no longer speak in regard to the particulars of it, | 


| I feel, for one, as if I could not vote against pay- 
ing the money. I think that the citizens have a 
right to complain, not only of the tardy justice 
of the Government, but-of its great injustice, if, 

after all these investigations, we should not pay 

| this money. 

| Atthe same time, I cannot vote for this bill, 

| with an understanding that I approve of that de- 

| cision of the Court of Claims to which the Sen- 


ator from Maine adverted. Ihave not examined || 


the question, but it is contrary to all my notions 
to give any such conclusive operation to a certifi- 
| cate of a jury in a case between the United States 
and a party dealing with this Government. If it 


| had such an effect, the officers at the otherend of | 


the avenue ought to have acted upon it without 
| controversy; butafter it has been given, and after 
| it has passed through all the ordeals through 
which it has passed in this case, and after the 
party who had been struggling with the Govern- 
ment fora series of years has been in his grave 
sleeping for years, and his widow comes before 
her country for justice, or what she claims to 
be justice, in a case of which she has no knowl- 


edge, I for one cannot justify myself in voting || 


against the claim. If it be true that the last rem- 


nant of her property is to be sold to*day unless | 


this bill passes, it would constitute a reason why 
I should give my vote now in favor of the bill in- 
stead of postponing it until after the estate shall 
have been sold. 

Mr. CASS. I should like to ask the honorable 
Senator from Maine what is the point decided by 
the Court of Claims to which he refers, about 
which he has doubts? I will ask another ques- 
tion, for I have not examined the subject at all: 
is this the claim which was refused to be paid by 
Mr. Kendall some years ago, and in which there 
Was a prosecution: 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis one of them. The 

| point is simply this: the cause was tried in Penn- 
| sylvania under the laws of Pennsylvania; and 


there is a provision in those laws by which,, 


substantially, when a suit of this character is 
brought, the jury may look into all the accounts 


| between the parties; and if they find a balance | 


due to the defendant, they may certify that bal- 
| ance as due to the defendant in the cause, and 
| make it a part of the record, and the court ma 

render judgment, and issue their precept acter 
ingly. In other words, it is the common case of 
_a set-off. The jury, in this instance, under the 
direction of the court, examined all the accounts, 
as well those against Mr. Reeside as those which 
he presented, according to the existing laws of 


to be due to Mr. Reeside. That certificate was 
entered and made a part of the record. Of course, 
_the court could not issue execution against the 
| Government, but they made it a part of the rec- 
ord, and part of their judgment. 


The question which the Court of Claims con- || 


| sidered was, whether, as against the Government, 
|| that was to be regarded as a judgment of record; 
‘| not whether the court could issue execution, be- 


See and they certified a certain amount | 


| 
i mittee, raising no consi 
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‘cause that, it was admitted, they could not do. 
but whether it was a record judgment, and should 
have the same conclusive effect against the Gor 
ernment that it would have against an individual. 
and the Court of Claims, on examination of tha, 

uestion, decided that it should. One member . 
ths court dissented. The Senator wil] obstirte 
that the objection to its having that effect was no 
objection to the trial itself. There was no obiee. 

| tion to the fulness and fairness of the trial. But 
it was a mere technical, legal objection—a ques. 
tion whether, inasmuth as a suit cannot be com. 

/menced against the Government, and judgmey 

| obtained, the Government will, where it com. 

_mences a suit, and subjects itself to certain Jeos| 
proceedings and certain State laws, by virtue of 

their own statute, be concluded by a decision 

| against them, as to a balance found to be due? 

/_ Mr. CASS. Was this suit brought by th 

gg States against the representatives of Ree. 

| side? 

| Mr. FESSENDEN. It was brought agaj 

| _. oy S€alnst 
| Reeside himself whilst he was living. 

|. Mr. TOUCEY. I ought to say, perhaps, in 

_ justice to the court, having expressed a partis] 
dissent from the opinion of the Court of Claims, 
that I have not investigated that question, and 
would not venture to give an opinion of my own 
without investigation in opposition to it; yet | 
must say that my impressions have been the 
other way, with regard to the conclusive nature 
of a certificate of a jury. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I began this examina. 
| tion with the same impression against it which 
| the honorable Senator from Connecticut has, but 
| I confess that the opinion of the majority of the 

court staggered me very much in relation to the 
| correctness of my original impression. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I think itis 

|| important for us now to determine what weight 

| we shall give to the judgments of the Court of 
| Claims in cases brought before them. I have 
been strongly inclined to the opinion that we 
ought to recognize their judgments as, if not con- 
| clusive, at least presenting a prima facie case for 
| payment of the amount of their award. If we 
are to reopen every case, paying no respect to 
the action of that court, I do not see of what use 

/the court is. I voted to establish the Court of 

| Claims for the reason that my experience here 

|| had satisfied me that we were almost as liable to 
|, do injustice as to render. justice in the decision of 
|| contested private claims before the Senate. Itis 
impossible for sixty-two Senators to investigate 
each question that arises in the innumerable 
claims that are brought before us. Formerly, 
| when claims came before us, the claimant made 
_ out his case by such evidence as he chose to pre- 

sent. Itwas not authenticated—not subjected to 
| the test of cross-examination. The Government 
| had no representative present at the examinations 

to protect its rights. The consequence was, that 

we were paying a vast number of improper and 

unfounded claims. Before the Court of Claims, 

| however, both parties are heard; the testimony 's 
sifted, ane is tested by cross-examination; and 
| when that court, impartially constituted, com- 

'| posed of able men, has examined claims, I believe 
| In ninety-nine ‘cases out’of one hundred they will 
| come nearer doing justice between the parties 
| than the Senate can. } 

| The inclination of my mind, then, is to decline 
| entertaining appeals from the Court of Claims to 
| the Senate. At least, if we are to do so, I should 

] hold that we ought to regard the judgment of that 
court as rendering a clear prima facie case on all 

| points,and imposing the burden on those who 

contest the propriety of the judgment, to show 





wherein it is wrong. I do not know why we 
| should review each case coming from the Court 
|| of Claints any more than we Should review the 
| decisions of the Supreme Court. It is certain 
that if we take up each case ‘anew, and reargue 
and decide it here, we shall have no time for our 
legislative duties. 

1 merely cal attention to this point now, a8 
preliminary question to enable us to decide as to 
what shall be our rule of action. Are we to take 
the judgment of the court as conclusive? If not, 
ought we to take it as prima facie evidence that 
the claim is just until the contrary is proved? Or 
are we to regard it simply as the report of a com- 

iderable presumptions on 
the subject? For my part [ am for regarding '* 
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at least as prima facie evidence on all points, if 
not conclusive on our action ; and a very strong 
be presented to induce me to vote 
against the judgment of the court. _ 
°Mr. HALE. The suggestion which the hon- 
rable Senator from Illinois has just made raises 
| | 


case must 


qn important point, and one which the Senate 
must very soon meet and decide. I aria little 
sorry that it has been raised in this case, because 
al] my impressions and convictions are in favor 
of this claim, and were in faver of it long before 
the Court of Claims passed upon it. I had m 

attention called to it years ago, and examined it 
comewhat. But the suggestion which the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois has made is an ex- 
ceedingly important one, and one to which the 
Sepate must give attention, and I think ought to 
vive early attention. I am free to say, and I am 
sorry to Say, that my convictions upon this sub- 
‘oct are exactly opposite to those of the honor- 
able Senator. Perhaps I go a little too far in | 
saying that; but I undertake to say that, if you | 
establish the precedent for which he contends, | 
and regard the decisions of the Court of Claims 

as judgments binding upon this body, behind 
which Congress is not to look, the Court of Claims 
will live but a very short time. It will sink and 
die from the very moment that principle is estab- 
lished. | 

I beg the attention of the Senate to this point. | 
The Senator says we should not examine these | 
eases any more than we should examine the 
doings of the Supreme Court. The doings of 
the Supreme Court have never been looked at in 
that light by the Congress of the United States. 
Suppose the United States go into a circuit or | 
district court as plaintiffs, and an offset is filed | 
by the party, as in this instance, and a certificate 
made by aero that one hundred or more or 
less thousands of dollars are due from the United 
States to the defendant, and a bill of exceptions 
igtaken to that finding, and carried up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States sustain the 
doings of the inferior tribunal, we have never 
considered that as binding on this Government. 
Jam not particularly versed in the history of this 
case, but I think that has been its history. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It never went to the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. HALE. But a bill of exceptions was 
filed, and it might have been carried there. I take 
it, that when there is a judgment of the circuit 
courtof the United States, which may be carried 
up to the Supreme Court of the United States by 
awrit of error, and the party having that right 
fails to exercise it, the judgment stands with just 
exactly the same force as if it had been carried 
up and sustained. Congress never have regarded 
these verdicts and judgments coming from any 
courts of the United States, however tedious and 
however painful and however patient might have | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





been the investigation, as binding on Congress. 
Now, are you going at once to give to this new | 
Court of Claims a sanction and an effect which you | 
have denied to your district courts, denied to your 
circuit courts, and denied in fact to the Supreme | 
Court of the United States ? 

Again, sir, there is a very great difference be- 
tween cases where the United States come into 
court, and are, in fact, a party, and hearings be- 
fore the Court of Claims. In those cases, in the | 
circuit and district courts, there are two parties | 
litigant, the defendant and the plaintiff, and yet | 
the judgments of those courts have not found | 
such favor with Congress as to be considered 
couclusive evidence even where there were two 
parties litigating. Now, it is proposed, where 
there is substantially but one side, and that the 
plaintiff's, and nobody else in interest except the 
representative of the Government, to give to the 
judgment of a tribunal, on what is substantiall 
an ex parte hearing, an effect and validity wich 
you have refused to the judgments of the district, | 
circuit, and supreme courts of the United States. | 

I hope that this question will be met, and that | 
ere long we shall have a decisive report, and a_ 
vote of the Senate upon the point, whether the | 
doings of this court create a judgment, or some- | 
thing tantamount to a judgment, which is to | 
receive such effect here. I apprehend that the | 
Senator from Illiaois comes somewhat near to the | 
true ground when he says its decision is to be! 
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| into the record and make objection, as the bills 








regarded as making out a prima facie case. I take | 
it that the utmost effect which can be given to it 
is what is suggested by my learned friend, the || 
profound lawyer from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,} 
who intimates that it may be received as in the 
nature of a verdict in a court of chancery. I 


| think, that if you go as far as that you go far 


enough. I believe the quaint language of the 
hooks is, that a verdict in a chancery suit upona 
feigned issue is simply for the enlightenment of 
the chancellor’s conscience. [t seems to me, that | 
if we go as far as that we do enough. I want 
this question settled; 1 hope it will be settled |, 
soon; but I regret that it has been raised upon 
this case, for 1 think this claim is a highly meri- 
torious one, and ought to be paid. 
Mr. BROWN. | had occasion some years 
ago to look into the Reeside case, and I then 


| brought my mind to the conclusion that the claim 


was a just one, and ought to be paid upon its 
merits. Everything which has occurred from 

that time has strengthened that conviction. I | 
expect to vot@ for the claim, and should have 
done so without saying a word but for the re- | 
marks of my friend from Illinois, who thinks 

that at this time we ought to set a precedent | 
which is to govern us in all future cases. | 

Now, sir, [ take the position at the outset, that | 

ou can set no precedent which is to govern the | 
Senate; but in casting my vote for this bill, I do | 
mean to set a precedent which is to govern m 
own vote hereafter. I vote in favor of this bill, 
not because the Court of Claims has decided that 
it is right, but because I believe it to be right in 
itself. Whenever | am called upon to vote for 
other bills, I intend to place my vote on that 
ground and on none other. I certainly should | 
be strengthened in a conviction already on my | 
mind, by the decision of a court; but, if 1 had 
aconviction that a thing was wrong, the deci- 
sions of all the courts in Christendom would not | 
change that conviction. Their reasoning might | 
change it; but the mere fact that I was over- 
ruled by the decision of a court would not cause 
me to change my position and vote for a prop- 
osition which I thought was wrong. 

We may do an act this morning which we 
assume for ourselves as a precedent; but the | 
Senate will, on the 4th of March, undergo a ma- | 
terial change, and our successors will be very | 
likely to treat our precedent as though it had not | 
been set at all. It will last just as long as we are 
making it, and no longer. My notion of my | 
obligation to the Constitution is, that when I vote 
money from the Treasury, I am to vote it on my 
own convictions, and not on the opinions of a 
court, whether the Supreme Court, the Court of 
Claims, or any other court. As to giving this 
court authority to bind me, unless I can discover | 
something by which I can, in my own judgment, 
overrule their decision, is, I think, carrying the 
point a little too far. 

Why, sir, if we seta precedent like this, and act | 
upon it, one session of Congress will not have | 





passed until they will send here their decrees and | 
bills by the thousand, and you will pass thein nem. 


; : : | 
con.; nobody will think it worth while to look | 


have to pass anyhow; and then it will come pre- 

cisely to this: that when the court has decided 
favorably, you vote the money out of the Treas- | 
ury. Without undertaking to say what duties | 


other gentlemen owe to the Constitution, I - || 
) | 


for myself, that I have no right to do any such | 
thing. When the Constitution requires that ‘no | 
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in | 
consequence of appropriations made by law,”’ it | 
contemplates the exercise of judgmentand sound | 
discretion on the part of those who vote the ap- | 
propriations. | 
I quite agree with the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire, that it is unfortunate for this claim that | 
such a question should have been raised now. I | 
vote for the claim, as I said before, on its merits. | 
I vote for it to-day, at this very moment, because 
delay is ruinous to the claimant. I have the 
authority of an ex-Senator and an ex-member of 
Congress for saying that, on this very day, the 
property of this lady will be sold under execution 
unless this mee: Then, why delay it tll 
Wednesday ? Why permit the sacrifice, and then | 
come to the relief of the claimant? | hope we | 
shall act upun it, andact to-day; and if my friend | 
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from Illinois insists on setting a precedent, let us 
wait for the@ext case, which I hope will not be 
so pressing as this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and it must be taken up, unless otherwise directed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Youcannot dispose of it now; 
the principle is too important, 

Mr.CASS. The honorable Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] has the floor for this morn- 
ing by assignment, and I trust he will be allowed 
togoon. Itis a courtesy due to him. 

Mr. SEWARD. I suppose this question will 
come up as the unfinished business to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. STUART. I think the Senator is incor- 
rect in supposing that the bill under consideration 
will come up to-morrow as the unfinished busi- 
ness, unless it is postponed and made the special 


Let us dispose of this 


| order. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I make the motion that 
it be made the special order of the day for to- 
morrow. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Why should it be made the 
special order ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Because it is important 
to dispose of it. Il make the motion that it be 
made the special order for to-morrow morning a 
half past twelve o’clock. ' 

The motion was agreed to. 

I move that the report 


ao. 
| he motion was agreed to. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
| 154) to provide for’the settlement of the claims of 
| the officers of the revolutionary army, and of the 
| widows and orphan children of those who died 


|| in the service. 


Mr. STUART, I wish to avail myself of the 
very first #03 occasion to correct a misappre- 
1 I presented to the Senate the other 
| day in connection with this bill. J alluded—not 
for any improper purpose, as I stated at the -_ 
_but for the purpose of showing who were the 
| berieficiaries under this bill—to the President of 
| the United States, and stated that he and his 
| brother would receive $14,000, and on the sug- 
| gestion of the Senator from Alabama I said $16,000. 
| This was a report that gained some currency in 
the city on account of a misapprehension as to 
| the time covered by the bill. I was wrong. The 
| amount he will receive, if the bill shall pass, I 
| understand to be $5,280. I only wish to say 
| again that I stated this sum, not because ! con- 
| sidered it important, but simply to show the in- 
| dividuals benefited by the bill. On that subject 
| hereafter I may say something. I have deemed 
it proper to take this early moment to correct 
what I before said. 
| Mr. SEWARD. I thank the honorable Sen- 


| . . . 
ator from Michigan for the correction, which, of 


|| course, is pertinent, and could not be made too 


early in justice to the President, and to himself. 
The honorable Senator, however, will excuse me 
for saying that, if he will inquire a little further, 
| he will find that the President of the United States 
is not the sole surviving child of the ancestor 
who merited the provision to which he alludes; 
but that that provision must be divided, and that 
the share which will fall to the President of the 
United States will not exceed one half of the sum 
which the honorable Senator states. [Mr. Stuart 
nodded assent. } 
Mr. President; before speaking to the merits 
| of this question, I desire to advert to anogher 
misapprehension of the subject, which is, that 
this is a modern or newly-trumped up measure; 
and that it is brought befere Congress, by the 
children of the officers of the Revolution, now, 
for the first time, Of course, this is a popular 
misapprehension abroad—not one which prevails 
here. I have in my hand a circular letter, dated 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, March 8, 1808. This 
is an original letter, subscribed by the revolu- 
tionary officers then living, instituting the pro- 
, ceedings by which this same question was brought 
before Congress in the year 1810. It is: 
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(CIRCULAR.) 
Pirrspure, (PEenn.,) March 8, 1808. 

Sir: By a resolution of Congress pass the lith of 
August, 1779, it was ordained “‘ That the half pay provided 
by the resolution of the 15th May, 1778, be extended to con 
tinue for life.””) And on the 22d March, 1803, it was resolved 
**T hat such officers as are now in service, and shall con 
tinue therein to the end of the war, shall be entitled to re 
ceive the amount of five years’ full pay in money or securi 
ties On interest at six per cent. per annum, as Congress 
shall find most couvenient, instead of the half pay promised 
for life.’ 

The circumstances under which the proposal of commu 
tation originated and was partially acceded to, the despe 
rate state of public credit, and the imperious necessity 
which compelled many of the holders of certificates of 
public debt to part with them at a price far below their 
nominal value, are toe well known to require a recapitula 
tion. 

That the benevolent intentions of the Congress of 1779 
have not been realized—that many meritorious officers 
bowed down with infirmities and advanced in years are 
now struggling with adversity, are facts so notorious as of 
jate to attract the public attention. 

fo equitable is the claim on the honor and faith of Gov 
ernment to make good the original promise ; so great the 
zeal latterly displayed in Congresy on this interesting sub 
ject, and so ample are the means of full remuneration, that 
it has been deemed proper by a number of revolutionary 
officers, whose lotitis to reside at this place and its vicinity, 
to call the attention of their brethren in the several States, 
and to suggest the expediency of a memorial on the subject 
being prepared in each State, circle, or district, during the 
recess of Congress, to be presented to the Senate and House 
of Representatives as soon as circumstances may permit 
after their next meeting. 

Signed, in behalf of the officers of the revolutionary army 

residing in Pittsburg and its vicinity, 
STEPHEN BAYARD, 
Lieutenant Colonel Eighth Pennsylvania Regiment. 
ISAAC CRAIG, 
Major Fourth Regiment Artillery. 
A. TANNEHILL, 
Captain Maryland Corps. 
WILLIAM MAGAW, 
Fourth Pennsylvania Regiment. 





At the instance of these officers a large amount 
of information was collected on the subject, 
which will be found in the report, I think made 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, in the 
House of Representatives, to whom the subject 
was then referred. It has frequently been here 
since that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated the pend- 
ing question to be on the motion of Mr. Puen, 
to strike out the fourth and fifth sections of the 
bill, which are: 

“Sec. 4. nd be it further enacted, That the benefit of 
the resolution of the twenty-fourth of August, seventeen 
hundred and eighty, shall be extended to the widows and 
orphan children of all officers who died in the service at 
any period during the war of the Revolution, whether such 
otlicers belonged to the Continental line, or to any volun 
teer corps called into service under the authority of any 
Btate ; but no payment shall be made under this clause. 
except to the widows and orphan children of such deceased 
officers. 

“Sec. 5. 
shall be entitled to the benefit of the resolution of the sev 
enteenth of January, seventeen hundred and eighty-one, 
and receive the same pay as hospital physicians and sur 
geons.”’ 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the Ameri- 
can Revolution had its origin in a conflict between 
the desire of Great Britain for power on this con- 
tinent, manifested by early encroachments on the 
civil rights of her colonies and later restrictions 
on their commerce, and an abhorrence on their 
part of every form of tyranny or oppression. 

Although Massachusetts enjoyed the sympa- 
thy of the other colonies, she stood alone when 
the contest began. So early as 1768, seven hun- 
dred British regular troops, with muskets charged 
and bayonets fixed, entered Boston as a hostile 
city. Six years afterwards, British forces forti- 
fied Boston Neck. In October, 1774, the Royal 
Governor dissolved the Legislative Assembly of 
Massachusetts. They immediately reassembled 
and reorganized themselves as a Provincial Con- 
gress,and directed the equipment of twtlve thou- 
sand volunteers, and an enrollnient of one fourth 
of the militia as minute men. A few other colo- 
nies, about the same time, adopted less extensive 
but similar preparations. Practically, all the 
troops raised were volunteers, or militia enrolled 
for occasional or at least short terms of service. 
Such were the forces that met the British detach- 
ment at Lexington and Concord, and immediately 
thereafter stretched an encampment from Rox- 
bury te the Mystic. Such also were those who 
received the British assault on Bunker Hill, as 
well as those who conquered Ticonderoga and 
Crown Point. 


lt was not until the 6th of July, 1775, that a | of Congress, because an exposure of the weak- | 
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And be it further enacted, That surgeons’ mates 


T ied oe Kae ee . 
|| defensive alliance was formed by the Colonies to | 


maintain the cause of Massachusetts as theirown. 
The Congress of Delegates, then at Philadelphia, 
announced their purpose of resistance to the 
people of Great Britain in these terse and earnest 
words: 


“ We are reduced to the alternative of choosing an un- | 


conditional submission to the tyranny of wicked Ministers, 
or resistance by force. The latter is ourchoice. We have 
counted the cost of this contest, and find nothing so dread- 
ful as voluntary slavery.”’ 


The Congress resolved that an army of twenty | 


thousand men should be raised, and appointed 
George Washington commander-in-chief of all 
the forces already raised, as well as all to be 
afterwards levied for the defense of American 
liberty. The alliance of the Colonies thus formed 
was merely voluntary; and it was not until 1781 
that the Articles of Confederation which formed 

| the first Federal Constitution were fully adopted. 
Washington by degrees developed a military 


policy which encountered strenyous opposition | 


throughout the whole revolutio® and which, in 
fact, was never fully adopted by Congress, or the 
Colonies, or States. 
consequence of thatconflict. Washington’s policy 
required— 

Ist. A common, or as it was then and aptly 


called, a continental army, instead of separate | 


provincial or State corps. 


2d. A regular army enlisted and appointed to | 


serve during the war, instead of volunteers or 
militia. 


3d. A continental treasury supplied with taxes | 


and loans by Federal authority, instead of thir- 
teen distinct provincial or State treasuries, sup- 


plied by local taxation and voluntarily contrib- || 


uling on requisitions to the continental treasury. 
4th. Anestablishment of the officers of the army 
by annuitiesof half pay after the war should close, 
and during their lives. 
While all the parts of this policy encountered 
| much difficulty, the Jast was from the very begin- 
ning peculiarly obnoxious, for reasons which 
commended themselves to the sentiments of a 
| republican people, imbued with recollections of 
the struggle in England which had secured con- 
stitutional liberty to all British subjects. 
illustrate. Henry Laurens, so long President of 
Congress, said: 

** 1 view the scheme as altogether unjust and unconsti- 
tutional in its nature, and full of dangerous consequences. 
Itisan unhappy dilemma to which we seem to be reduced— 
provide for your officers in terms dictated to you, or lose all 
the valuable soldiers among them; establish a pension for 
officers ; make them a separate body to be provided for by 
the honest yeomanry and others of their fellow-citizens, 
many thousands of whom have equal claims upon every 
ground of loss of estate and health, or lose your army and 
your cause.’’—o Sparks’s Writings of Washington, p. 384. 


William Livingston, Governor of New Jersey, 
said: 

** Tn my private judgment, I should be totally against the 
plan of allowing the officers half pay after the war; itisa 
very pernicious precedent in republican States, will load 
us with an immense debt, and render the pensioners them- 
selves in a great measure useless to their country.??—5 
Sparks, p. 386. 


Again, Henry Laurens said: 


‘If we cannot make justice one of the pillars, necessity 
may be submitted to at present, but republicans will ata 
proper time withdraw a grant which shall appear to have 
been extorted.”’—5 Sparks, p. 385. 


In the summer of 1775, and the winter follow- 
ing, Washington was at Cambridge, organizing 
in the face of a British army constantly augment- 
ing and supported by a British fleet, a conti- 
nental army out of the provincial forces which 
had assembled there in the enthusiasm of the first 
outbreak of popular resistance. 

On the 10th of July, 1775, he wrote to Con- 
gress: 


** After much difficulty and delay, I have procured such 
returns of the state of the army as will enable us to form a 
judgment ofits strength. It is with great concern, I find it 
to be .nadequate to our general expectations, and the duties 
that may be required of it.”” * * * * “ITcannotestimate 
the present army as more than fourteen thousand men.??— 
3 Sparks, p. 14. 

He called a council of war, in which it was 
determined to recruit in Massachusetts, to in- 
crease the force of her regiments, and to apply 
to her Provincial Congress for a temporary rein- 
forcement. While communicating these facts, 
he prayed secrecy concerning them on the part 
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ness of the army might encourage the ene 
make a sally, and attack their lines. 

On the 2ist of September, 1775, Washinety 
wrote to Congress: _— 


“The mode in which the present army has been ..) 
lected has occasioned some difficulty in procuring the «», 
scription of both officers and soldiers to the conting A 
articles of war. Their principal objection has beey t ms 
| might subject them to a longer service than that for are 

they are engaged under their several provincia} « stabi - 
ments. [tis in vain to attempt to reason away the orm 
dices of a whole ariny, often instilled, and, in this Insta ; 
at least, encouraged, by the officers from private and nay 
row views. I have, therefore, forborne pressing r tina 
* * * * “With the present army | fear, 
a subscription is impracticable.”°—3 Sparks, p. 92, 


On the 30th of October, 1775, Washin 
wrote to Congress: 


*T immediately began by directing all such officers , 
proposed to continue to signify their intention as soy . 
possible. A great number of the returns are come jy 
which I find that a very great proportion of the otijcers o) 
the rank of captain and under will retire; from presey 
appearances, I may say halt; but at least one third. |, ;. 
with some concern, also, that I observe that many of 1, 
|| officers who retire discourage the continuance of tie me» 

and I fear will communicate the infection to them. So, 

have advised that those officers, who decline the seryjo, 
should be immediately dismissed ; but this would 
| dangerous and inconvenient.””—3 Sparks, p. 137. 


On the 11th of November, 1775, Washingtoy 
| wrote to Congress: 


“The trouble I have in the arrangement of the army jx 
really inconceivable. Many of the officers sentin their pans 
to serve in expectation of promotion. Others stood aloos » 
see what advantage they could make to themselves, w)jjo 
| a number who had declined, have again sent in their na: 
|| to serve” * * * * * The difficulty with 1) 
| soldiers is as great, indeed more so if possible 

*“ They will not enlist until they know their colonel, jiu 
| tenant colonel, major, and captain.” * oe, is 
‘You can much easier judge than I can express the anyje 
| of mind [ must labor under on the occasion, especially x 
this time, when we may expect the enemy will begin to ax 
on the arrival of their reinforcement, part of which is a) 
ready come, and the remainder daily dropping in.”-3 
Sparks, p. 156. 
|, On the 10th of February, 1776, in a letter tp 
| Joseph Reed in Congress, he states that the army 
| is destitute of money, of powder, of arms, of ; 
brigadier, of engineers, of expresses, and even 
of tents, although daily expecting to take the ficld; 
and then proceeds: 


“These are evils but smallin comparison of those whic! 
disturb my present repose. Our enlistments are at a stan; 
the fears that I have entertained are realized —thatis, the di 
contented officers (for I do not know how else to account tor 
it) have thrown such difficulties or stumbling blocks int 
way of recruiting, that I no longer entertain a hope of com 
pleting the army by voluntary enlistments, and | see 1 
move or likelihood to do it by other means.’” * * ° 
** Our total number upon paper amounts to about ten thou- 
sand five hundred; but as a large number of these are: 
turned not joined, I never expect to receive them, as an ine! 
fectual order has once issued to call themin. Anothieris now 
gone forth peremptorily requiring all officers, under pain ot 
being cashiered, and recruits of being treated as deserters, 
to join their respective regiments.” P x ; 
“ The reflection on my situation, and that of this army, pro 
duces many an unhappy hour when all around me are 
wrapped in sleep.’’ - » ” “Tf T shall 
be able to rise superior to these and many other difficulties, 
which might be enumerated, I shall most religiously belie: 
that the finger of Providence is in it, to blind the eyes of out 
enemies; for surely, if we get well through this montli, it 
must be for want of their knowing the disadvantages we 
| labor under.’’—3 Sparks, p. 238. 


| The British army, overawed by the masterly 
combinations and demonstrations which Wash- 
| ington made with the disjointed forces under luis 
_ command, evacuated Boston on March 17, 1/16. 
| J pass a period of six months, during which 
| the British orces, having failed in an attempt 
enter New York, have made a descent on Charles- 
| town, and been repulsed ; and, while on the Amer 
| ican side independence has been declared by Con- 
ress,and hailed with universal joy, on the others 
| ritish fleet of more than a hundred sail has re! 
| forced the army of the enemy with fifty-five thou- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 
| 
} 


MY to 


ear Such 


Ston 


1, from 


be very 





sand troops, a large part of whom have landed 
,on Long Island, and driven Washington [rom 
New York, and he has stopped at Harlaem 
Heights, on that weary retreat which left not 
only the lower part of New York, but all of New 
Jersey, to fall before the conquerors. 

On the 24th of September, 1776, at Harlaem, be 
wrote: 


“From the hours allotted to sleep I will borrow a! 
moments to conyey my thoughts on suadry important oe 
ters to Congress. I shall offer them witli the sincerity whi 7 
ought to characterize a man of candor, and with the ! , 
| dom which may be used in giving useful information wit 
|| Out incurring the imputation of presumption“ 

i “We are new, as it were, upon the eve of another diss 
|| lution of our army.” term of service for almost We 
| whole army was to expire at or before the end of the yea] 
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